Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



> - ir 




^ *^ .0 ^. * .f ^ 



.1 



DATE ^^>^ 



^ f ' 



-n ^•- ■ .. ' 



\. , 



THE 



GRAVES-DITZLER: 



OR, 



1 
J 



REAT CARROLLTON DEBATE. 



BELIEVER'S BAPTISM, 



•f 



BY 



\ • 



J. R. Graves, LL. D., and Jacob Ditzler, D D. 



Stereotjped by Sontbern Baptist PablicatioD Society. 



VOL. V. 



MEMPHIS, TENN: 
Published by the Southern Baptist Publication Society. 



1876. 



•• • • 



• • 



• • • 












•'• 



• • 



•• 



• • 



• •. • • ••• • 

-•- • ••• • 



• • • 

• •• •• ••• • 



\ 






• ••• ••, 



• • • • • 

• ••*•• • 






• • 






%%%%%«• * 




331671X ! 




EL:*r»-c h' ■ ■ . r = .Lc : A : 



orrr*---. :r; :rj* T*-ar 2?7fi. by 



HOTTXHERrr BAPTTISX PITBLICAXIO^f SOCIEXY. 



PUBLISHER'S INTRODUCTION. 

Does faith precede baptism ? Is this the order of the Grospel ? This is 
a matter of the very greatest importance to the religious world. If mider 
the law of Christ, all men can be baptized without regard to faith, then 
we should know it. 

By the parties to one side of this controversy it is claimed that baptism 
comes firat in order. Baptists believe that just the reverse of this is true. 
And this is the matter to be settled. 

Men are not only lost, but swallowed up in ignorance. They are with- 
out a knowledge of the plan of salvation. Heaven is not only removed 
into the distance, but it is entirely shut out of view in the darkness. 

Through the mercy of God, while men were in this condition, the 
Gospel was sent to them. Heaven's glad tidings of a great salvation. This 
is the divine plan. Men must first hear the truth. They must consider 
and weigh the mighty facts presented. This is followed by faith. Then 
conies submission to the ordinance of baptism. This seems to be the 
order and arrangement of the Gospel. At least this is what Baptists 
lielieve. 

It is assumed that baptism is a ceremonial declaration of uitelligent 
faith in the Lord Jesus. It is a profession of faith in the incarnation and 
(ieath of Christ, in that we are buried with him ; it is a declaration also, 
of faith in the Divinity, in that we are raised up witli him. This, as 
Baptists teach, is the (iesign of baptism. Are they mistaken ? We leave 
those who read this little book to decide. Both sides of the question are 
l)resented. 

We beg to insist, however, that the question is one of very grave 
import. If the Baptist position is wrong, it cannot be harmftil to make 
it known. We pray to know the truth. But if the assumption that 
others than believers may be baptized is not according to the Sc^riptures, 
then the mistake is ruinous and fatal. And we hope that among Chris- 
tians there can be no aversion to an honest and faithf il investigation of 
this matter. 
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We send out this little work in the hope that it may do good. There is 

need of more light on this controverted point. If one ray shall flash 

from these pages, and serve to lead men to the truth, and thus glorify the 

name of God, we shall be satisfied. 

W. D. MAYFIELD. 
Memphis, May 10th 1876 



THE 



GREAT CARROLLTON DEBATE. 

FIFTH PROPOSITION. 

BELIEVERS IN ChEIST ARE THE ONLY SUBJECTS ChRIST COM- 
MANDED HIS APOSTLES TO BAPTIZE. 

DR. GRAVES Affirms. . 
DR. DITZLER Denies. 



[Dr. Graves^ OPENiNa Speech.] 

Mr. President: — This proposition was persistently urged 
npon Eld. Ditzler's committee to accept, and they as persist- 
ently refused to do so. Through my paper I challenged Eld. 
Ditzler to discuss it as it stands, one day, and he promptly 
Accepted. I desired, for once in my life, to engage in a limited 
discussion upon this subject, one that should be confined "to 
the only law we have to baptize anybody," the commission 
of the only law-giver in Zion as recorded by the Holy Spirit by 
the hands of Matthew and Mark. I wanted the reading world to 
read one discussion that would not only be limited to the New 
Testament record, but to one verse of that record, the one that 
<;ontains the words of the law, for with these, and these only, 
we have to do. 

Ill all previous discussions, known to me, as in the discus- 
43ioii of this, during this debate, in different verbiage, days have 
been spent in the dim and shadowy dispensation of the past, 
in the vain attempt to explore some ground that would bear 
An inference or support an analogy, until the people, the only 
persons for whom this discussion is held, lost in the entangle- 
ments of the Old Jewish Economy became confused, wearied 
and disgusted and turn away not only without information, 
but with their sectarian prejudices confirmed. The discussion 
of this question admits of no reference to the Old Testament. 
Inferences and analogies and probabilities have no place here, 

6t) 
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but, what saith the Lord Jesus in the few lines of the law of 
baptism ? It is a question oi definition^ of terms ^ of the principles^ 
of grammar — in a word, of the literal interpretation of the tatv. 
The sole question is, what did Jesus say^ — whom did He com- 
mand His apostles to baptize ? 

Mr. President, I must be permitted to say that there is not 
the shadow of a doubt as to the character he specified. Christ 
is not chargeable with the implied dishonor this discussion 
puts upon His Word, and Christianity, teaching the world, as 
it does, that it is a matter involved in thick darkness, and uncer- 
tainty — so thick and uncertain, that the best minds cannot 
clearly determine it, and hence this discussion. It is not be- 
cause this law is ambiguous ; to say so would be to impeach 
the wisdom and justice of the law-giver. There is not a 
child of twelve years in this State but can decide it in a mo- 
ment, and would, if uninfluenced. Not a converted heathen 
on any shore but can do it on hearing it once r<^ad. Christ 
diflfers from all human and fallible law-makers. To ascertain 
his meaning, we have only to learn what he has said. He 
means what he says. If we have hi8..words, we can ascertain 
without difficulty and without doubt, or his law is not bind- 
ing upon us. 

Have we his words, is the first question ? Of this we can 
have no reasonable doubt. If we have wot the " ipsiesima verba^^ 
—words in the language he uttered the command, we have 
the very words in ttoe Greek text, that the infallible Holy 
Spirit decided were the -exact equivalents of them. It was the 
Spirit Christ promised shotttd do this very thing. "But the<3om- 
forter, which is the Holy ©hoet. Whom the Father will send 
in my name, be shall teaoh you allthmgs and bring all ihings tcy 
your remembranfe whatsoever I have said unto you.^' John xiv. 26. 
The Evangelists wrote these books in Grreek, tmd^r the iitfal- 
lible guidings of the Spirit, and the Greefk text is therefore the 
ultimate source of appeal. That we have faith fill copies of the 
original MSS. made from them, we have no justifiable grounds 
to doxibt. Of the Greek text of Matthew, containing the 
commission, there never has a doubt been raised — upon 
the genuineness of the last eleven verses of Mark's gospel con- 
taining the commission, sUflj>icion8 have been caet. They are 
not found as it stands in two of the more recent Codicea-^copies- 
from the origmoL But the grounds of the suspicion are so- * 
slight that those verses were not thrown out or even 
marked as doubtful in the version made by th« Bible Uniony 
nor by Griesbeoh before me — and we hear no question raised 
by the English Commission at present engaged upon a Bew 
version. If these last verses were not composed by Mark^ 
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they doubtless were by some other inspired hand. It is not 
for us to discuss here. We cannot go back of the textus 
receptus. 

Here is the law as received by both Matthew and Mark. 

"Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost : Teaching them to 
observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you : and, lo, I am with 
you always, even unto the end of the world. Amen." — Matt, xxviii, 
19, 20. 

"Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature. He 
that believeth and is baptized shall be saved ; but he that beUeveth not 
shall be damned." — Mark xvi, 15, 16. 

This is the law, and the simple question is, Did Christ com- 
mandscny but believers to be baptized in this law ? The settle- 
ment of the question from the very statement compels us to 
rest all upon the words of this commission. 7 he man that 
departs and endeavors to make it out some other way tacitly sur- 
renders the question — 'Confesses judgment against himself. 

Dean Axtord says : "As regards the command itself, no unprejudiced 
reader can doubt that it regards the outward rite of baptism, so well 
known in this gospel as having been practiced by John, and received by 
the Lord himself. And thus it was immediately, and has been ever since, 
understood by the Church. As regards all attempts to explain away this 
sense, we may say — even setting aside the testimony furnished by the 
Acts of the Apostles, — that it is in the highest degree improbable that our 
Lord should have given, at a time when He was summing up the duties 
of his Church in such weighty words, a command couched in figurative 
or ambiguous language — one which He must have known would be inter- 
preted by his disciples, now long accustomed to the rite and its name, 
otherwise than He intended it." — Greek Testament, p. 283. 

My first argument is — 

1. If none are to be baptized by the command of Christ as re- 
coi\led by Matthew and Mark, chapters 28 16, but such as are first 
discipled, or those who believe the gospel preached, then, infants and 
unbelievers ought not to be baptized, 

2. But none are to be baptized by this command of Christ 
as recorded in the commission but such as are first discipled, 
and believe the gospel preached. 

3. Therefore those who cannot be discipled and those who 
do not believe the gospel ought not to be baptized. 

If my first premise is denied, then it follows that if any 
one thing may be practiced without the command of Christ, 
any number of things can as well, and not cuiy unconscious 
babes, but every vile character of earth may be baptized as 
well as the believer or disciple. Then there is no conceivable 
limit to the law of baptism, not infants only, not the children 
of Christians only, but adultoof every class, Pagans, idolaters, 
infidels and atheists can be baptized and thereby introduced 
into the Church of Christ. 
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It is claimed by ritualists that the apostles understood the 
term Matheteusate to include the idea of baptizing, and that 
in this commission the bapHzonii is a morfa/ participle explana- 
tory of the verb " matheteusate.'* I therefore propose critically 
to examine this and each word and phrase of this commission. 

Matheteusate. 

He had previously commissioned these apostles as well as the 
seventy to make disciples in the country of Judea, but that 
•commission, in its very words we have not — we know they 
did not do this without authority. But there is one very im- 
.portant fact stated that throws a flood of clear light upon the 
meaning of this commission, burning away every particle of 
fog that has been blown upon it. We learn that they made 
'disciples — poiei kai baptizei. There is no disputing the fact that 
the making preceded the baptizing^ and was not done by the 
act of baptizing them. This, then, for three and a half years, 
had been the invariable practice of the apostles prior to the 
giving of the commission. The last commission was only an 
enlargement of the first. Before he had limited their minis- 
try to the narrow confines of Judea, now, he makes it coex- 
tensive with the habitable world. We are prepared to trans- 
late the commission intelligibly, " Go ye, etc., and make dis- 
ciples out of all nations." Make disciples as you have been 
doing while I was present with you, preach the gospel to all 
*who can and will hear you, and those that gladly receive it, 
baptize into the name of the Father and of the Son and of 
the Holy Spirit, etc. 

To no man, in the unbiased exercise of his mind and con- 
science would the idea occur, with the record of the Apostles' 
previous ministry before him, that Jesus intended by this 
phraseology to command them to make disciples by a new 
^nd never before practiced process ; but he would decide at once 
that they were to go everywhere and do as they had been do- 
ing in Judea, and as John had discipled them. Therefore a 
difficulty has to be suggested before one in a million of com- 
mon readers would conceive of any. 

It is claimed that the participle baptizing, stands as a 
modal adjunct to the verb teach — i. 6., disciple, and explains 
the manner in which the action is to be done. Now I do not 
deny that this phraseology is very comra6n in Greek, or that 
participles following a verb without the article when in gram- 
matical and rational concord with the subject, may often stand 
as modal adjuncts to the verbal predicate, but the question is, 
does baptidzontes occupy such a position in this commission ? 
To say that it does, is plainly a begging of the question — 
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taking for granted what must be prove*] — and that fortunately 
no man can prove, for the simple reason it is incapable of 
proof for two reasons : 1. The signification of the verb math^ 
eteusate will not permit of it. It means, to teach so as to 
make a disciple, to make disciples by proper instruction — " to 
disciple." The command calls for a disciple to be made be* 
fore the next act is authorized to be commenced, for this the 
verb, from its very definition, implies and therefore it cannot 
be obeyed by doing the following act. The second act is not 
in rational concert with the first — L e,^ it cannot be accom- 
plished by performing the first upoa the object. There is an- 
other reason. 2. It is not the way Jesus had previously 
taught his Apostles that disciples were made, and to put this 
forced interpretation upon it would be without any previous 
warning or intimation, revolutionizing the whole previously 
taught plan ot evangelizing the world. If he did indeed 
mean that they should make disciples by baptizing all classes 
of all nations he needed to have given them additional in- 
structions. But that they did not so understand him, their 
entire practice the balance of their lives is a demonstration, 
for they never essayed to make any one a disciple by simply^ 
baptizing him. They discipleized^ but it was invariably by in- 
struction. The participle " baptizing'* here then is undoubt- 
edly a temporal adjunct^ denoting a consequent act to be per- 
formed. To say therefore that Christ authorized his apostles 
to disciple the nations 6j/ baptizing them is simply adding to 
his word. But the claim, if granted would include the fol- 
lowing participle as well — teaching them^ and would compel the 
objector, in spite ot his unwillingness to disciple by the teachr 
ing as well as by the baptizing, and the phraserilogy of the 
commission yields him not a shadow of authority for bapti- 
zing infants and children that cannot be instructed. 

Let us now logically translate this comrnisffion, hy ascer- 
taining and using the literal and primary definitifms of tfie terras^ 
as our rules of interpretation require, Go ye therefore, rnatfi^ 
teusate from matheteuo. 

LiDDELL & Scott. — ^^ Matheteuo to make a di«cif»le of any on^?." 

Dr. Samuel Johnson, the great lexicographer, ddf^MHH dis- 
ciple " a scholar; one that professes to receive inHtr«Jction frora 
another." 

No infant ever did or can posi^ess ar»3'tiiing, or receive re» 
ligious instruction from preaching. 

DoNNAGAN. — (New Testament) **To instruct/' 

ScHEEViLLius. — " To tcacfa." 

Hederious. — ^^ To teach." 

ScHLEusNER. — ^'^ To make a diiKnple, and especially in th# 
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New Testament to draw any one to the Christian religion." 
So all lexixjons without exception. 

But all I have cousulted agree with these, it is useless to 
multiply them. I am willing to render it as the translators 
of our version do in the margin, " make disciples or Chris- 
tians of^ all the nations." 

I quote in support of this the most noted of all the Pedo- 

baptist theologians. 

Calvin. — " The evangelists frequently use the terms believers and dis- 
ciples as equivalent, and especially. Luke, in the Acts of the Apostles." 
** Christ orders those to be oaptized who shall have given their names to 
the gospel, and shall have professed themselves disciples : partly that 
bapt&m may be to them the watchword of eternal life before God, partly 
the external sign of faith amongst men. Therefore in Mark it is saia, 
*He that belie veth and is baptized.* By which words Christ Joins bap- 
tism to doctrine, so tJtiat the former may be merely an accession to the 
latter." 

LiMBORCH. — "They could not make disciples but by teaching. By 
this instruction the disciples were brought over to the faith before they 
were baptized. Mark xvi. 15, 16." " Hence also our Lord commanded 
that men should first be taught, and brought over to the faith, and after 
that be baptized, Matthew xxviii, 19 : Mark xvi, 15, 16." — JTrw., L v. c. 
68, i 2. 

GRonus.— '" Since there are two ways of teaching, the one imperfect, 
by introduction to the first principles ; the other bv more extensive in- 
struction: the former seems to be intended by maineteuein: for it means 
to initiate as it were into the doctrines and this is to precede baptism : the 
latter is pointed out by dic2a«A:ein, which is to follow baptism." — Anno. 
on Matt, xxviii, 20 

BiaAiiTius. — " The words of our Lord are exceedingly clear, who com- 
mands to teach before they baptize." This is not commanded expressly, 
but is taught by just and necessary implication. We have not in the 
commission the words firstly and secondly, but we have such an order in 
the instruction that Pedobaptists say with Jerome : " He commands the 
apostles first to teach all nations." It is very clear that the commission 
makes no distinction between baptizing some and baptizing others. If it 
implies that teaching and discipling are in one instance to precede bap- 
tism, it implies that all are to be taught and made disciples before baptism. 
Erasmus, Beza, Castalio, and others translate the words, ^^ Teach all na- 
tions." 

Venema, on Matt, xxvui 19, 20, says': "This is an excellent passage, 
and explains the whole nature of baptism. Before persons were baptized, 
it was necessary for them to believe the preaching of the apostles, which 
faith they were to profess in baptism." — Diss. jSac.j I. ii, c. xiv, § 6. 

Episcopius. — " It is objected that matheteusate does not properly sig- 
nify to teach, but to make disciples. Be it so, yet disciples could not be 
made except they were taught those things that pertained to the re- 
ligion of Christ jT'or a disciple and a teacher are correlates." — Hesp, ad 
Quces.j quces, xxxvii. 

K. Baxter. — "' Go disciple me all nations, baptizing them.* As for 
those that say, they are discipled by baptizing, and not before baptizing, 
they speak not the sense of that text; nor that which is true or rational 
if they mean it absolutely as so spoken ; else why should one be baptized 
more than another? . . . \Vnen Christ layeth down in the apostolical 
commission the nature and order of His apostles' work, it is first to make 
disciples, and then to baptize them into the name of the Father, Son, and 
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Holy Ghost. And as it is a making disciples which is first expressed in 
Matthew, so Mark expoundeth. ... * He that believeth and is bap- 
tized, shall be saved.' This is not like some oci^^asional historical mention 
of baptism, but it is the veiy commitjsiou of Christ to His apostles for 
preaching and baptism, and pui7K>sely expresseth their several works in 
their several places and order. Their first task is by teaching to make dis- 
ciples^ which are by Mark called believers. The second work is to baptize 
them. . . . The third work is to teach them all other things, \vnich 
are afterwards to be learned in the school of Christ. To contemn this or- 
der is to renounce all rules of order : for where can we expect to find it if 
not here? I profess, my conscience is fiilly satisfied, that it is one sort of 
faith, even saving, that must go before baptism.'' 

Abp. Newcome. — * I suppose it granted that Jesus could not make 
•disciples without instructing them in the nature of His kingdom." — Dm- 
rcUiofif <Stc. 

T. Boston". — **The commission for baptizing runs so, first, to *make dis- 
ciples,' then to 'baptize' Matt, xxviii, 19, And ttiis is the very native 
order of these things." — WorkSf p. 344. 

J. Fisher and E. Ebskine. — * 'Ought not teaching and preaching of 
the word to go before baptism ? Yes ! Because our Lord has j'oined them 
together. Matt, xxviii, 19. Go ye therefore and teach all nations, baptiz- 
ing them, &G, And accordingly it was the uniform practice of tne apos- 
tles* to preach when they baptized, Acts ii, 38, 41 ; viii, 35, 38 ; xvi, 32, 
53."— jF4«A€r'« CcUe.f p. 283. 

M. Poole* — **Go ye therefore and teach all nations.' The Greek is 
Matheteuaccte^ make disciples of all nations ; but that must be first by 
preaching, and instructing them iq the principles of the Christian faith ; 
^nd Mark expounds it, telling us our Savior said *GK>into aU the world, 
and preach the gospel to every creature ;' that is, to every reasonable crea- 
ture capable of hearing and receiving It. I cannot be of their mind who 
think that persons may be baptized before they be taught : we want pre- 
cedents of any such baptism In Scripture ; though indeed we find prece- 
dents of persons baptized who had but a small degree of the knowledge 
of the gospel ; but It should seem that thev were first taught, that * Jesus 
Christ was the Son of Grod,' and were not baptized till they professed such 
belief." — Com.j on Matt xxviii, 18-20. 

Dr. A. Clarke. — ^^Matheteusaie make disciples of all nations, brln^j^ 
them to an acquaintance with God who bought them, and then baptize I 
them in the name of the Father," &c. — Coin.j on Matt, xxviii, 19. 

C. Taylor. — '* *Teach all nations,' as you have taught the Jews; bap- 
tize all nations, as you have baptized the Jews, is their unlimited com- 
mission. Those who were baptized by John and by the apostles, were all 
volunteers." — JFhcta and Uvi., 2nd Let.y p. 10. 

TuRRETiNE. — * 'Infants are no more capable of actual faith than they 
are of that instruction with which the adults are to be taught and made 
disciples of Christ, Matt, xxviii, 16." — Ins, Theol.j p. II, §9. 

P Edwards. — **The apostles are to make disciples — that is all matfi^ 
eteuaate imports. But still the question is, how are they to make them\ 
I answer, by teaching ; for neither adult nor Infant can be made a disci- 
ple without. And herein the Baptists are very right, and I agree with 
them, that adults and infants must be made disciples by teaching, or theyl 
will not be made so at all." — Cand, Mea.j p. 125. \ 

Dr. Macknight." — To be baptized into the name of any jyerson, or 
into a person, is solemnly, as Locke observes, to enter one's self a disciple 
of him Into whose name he Is baptized, and to profess that he submits 
himself implicity to his authority, and receives his doctrines and rules" 
(Com, J on 1 Cor., I, 13). "The truth Is, both passages (Matt, xxviii, 19, 
20, and Mark xvi, 15, 16) must be Interpreted according to the subjects 
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treated of in them, which was plainly adult persons." In hig Par. ort 
the Oo8.^ he unites Matt. !sxviii, 19. 20, with Markxvi, 15, 26 and teaches- 
that "they who , believed were to be admitted into His church by the rite- 
of baptism in the name of the Father/' dbc. 

" Ta ethna" "go ye therefore make Christians of all nations — 
ta ethna. It is strangely claimed by some, who seem desparate 
in their attempts to get some authority from this commission 
to^ baptize infants — that as infants made a part of the nations 
they were therefore commanded to baptize them also ! "While^ 
every man knows that infants as such, do not make any part 
of the nations. I will grant it for the sake of argument, but 
what relief is afforded ? Do not drunkards, infidels and idiots 
also make a part of the nations — indeed were not these very 
ta ethna — Gentile nations — the apostles were sent to, idolaters 
one and all; and will you say they were to be baptized with- 
out previous instruction and a reception of Christ by faith ? 
I will put it in logical form — if all nations, or any in the nations 
ought to be, baptized before they are discipled, they idolaters, 
Turks, Pagans and Atheists, and their children, and servants;, 
ought to be because they make part of the nations. But you 
say that idolaters, Turks, Pagans and Atheists and their chil- 
dren and servants ought not to ,be baptized before they are- 
Christianized by teaching and faith. Therefore no nation 
or parts of nations shouldbe baptized before they are discipled 
by teaching. 

It is evident that an argument that proves too much, is fal- 
lacious and self-destructive. 

The phrase ^^matheteusate ta ethna" then means only this,, 
"make as many disciples out of the nations as you can ; preach 
the gospel to such as mn, and to all who willj hear you " 6ap- 
tizontes autous." 

In interpreting the terms in which a law is written, and all 
legal phrases, we are compelled by all admitted laws of inter- 
pretation to give them their primary and usual meaning, and 
as I have abundantly shown that the primary and usual signi- 
fication of bapiidzo is to immerse, I hesitate not to translate it 
here — ^^ immersing them." As Dean Alford says : 

" It is in the highest degree improbable that Christ issued His command 
in figurative or ambigtwus language, which He knew would be inter- 
preted by His disciples, now long accustomed to the rite and its name, 
otherwise than he intended.'' 
Dr. Stacey, of England, (Methodist) says: 

'* The apostles would naturally interpret the commission by their pre- 
vious knowledge of its terms, and execute its requiremients in a way 
agreeing with tneir well-understood practice.'' — ^The. Sac. p. 284. 

Christ meant, unless He intended to deceive and mislead, 
to command the continued performance of the self-same act: 
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that Joha the Baptist had administered to Him and His apos- 
tles in the river of Jordan — the selt-same act to the self-same 
characters^ which His apostles had administered during all his- 
ministry. No candid man will question this. 

Eis TO Onoma. 

Eis corresponds with our proposition into^ and like, denotes 
a passage from a state or condition outside of a thing, to its- 
interior parts. In all cases where the object is 'penetrable or 
capable of being entered, as a building, or organization, fol- 
lowing a verb of motion^ it places the subject within the object^ 
as though completely covered, enveloped by and buried within 
it. It accomplishes an immersion within the object. He fled • 
into the house, he fell into the watery he plunged into the for- 
est, or was plunged into a bank of sand. It denotes in all 
instances a state of iniaspoaitiouy expressed by the latin intus^ 
within. 

In its metaphorical use, which is in all cases where the ob- 
ject is not penetrable, or divisible, the figure is based on the 
primitive idea of intus position. The mind conceives of the 
idea of such an enwrapping of the subject by the object as 
that it is so completely within it as to be controlled by it. We 
are, therefore, said to " believe into Christ,*' which is the Greek 
idiom — the idea is that we have passed from a state without 
— of unbelief and opposition, rebellion, into a state of union 
with, and conformity to, Christ. We have so completely en- 
tered His views and feelings as to be entirely under His influ- 
ence and control — we have put Him on as a garment. It de- 
notes the most perfect state of trust and oneness with Christ* 

So the expressions plunged into destruction, or condemna- 
tion, or temptations, into debts, sorrows, miseries, shame, etc.^ 
implies a being wholly surrouued and overwhelmed by these* 
They envelop us on every side. 

To the expression, "through faith into (Gr.) salvation,**^ 
"into obedience,'' " into the blood of Christ, " immersed inta 
it," "into a lively hope," "into praise and honor," "into un- 
feigned love" — ail to be found in the original — denote a full 
entrance into the states indicated. If of salvation, eo as to be 
clothed with it as with a garment. Isaiah says, " Ho hath clothed 
me with the garments of salvation." . 

Now touching the phrase, baptized into the name of thev 
Father, Son and Holy Ghost, denotes the passing of the pub-f 
ject professedly from a state the opposite of within — i. e.\ 
withoutj a state of insubordination and rebellion, into a state! 
of submission to and acquiescence in the authority of the 
triune God. Thus each one in the solemn act bv which he' 
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enters publicly the visible kingdom of God, is required to 
profess his spiritual union ot heart and perfect incorporation 
with Him, whose nimie is Father, Son, apd Spirit, and an en- 
tire consecration of life to the service of the tri-personal God, 
to be evermore controlled by him. We thus professedly put 
on the authority of God, while we profess our faith in the tri- 
personalty of his existence. BaptisQi is therefore in every 
instance a profession of a personal faith, based upon the fact 
-of a previous spiritual union with Christ. Is this Hitualism ? 
Paul, therefore says, Gal. iii. 27, " For as many of you as have 
"been baptized into Christ, hare put on Christ.'* Put on, taken 
upon you his authority, and a public prosessionof future obe- 
dience to him. Baptism elsewhere, for this reason, is called 
**^the profession J homoloffiaj of our faith." Having our hearts 
sprinkled from an evil conscience and our bodies washed in pure 
water, let us hold fast the profession, homologiay of our faith." 
In the act of baptism, therefore, we not only profess a per- 
sonal faith in Christ as Savior and law-giver, but we profess 
our faith in a tri-personal God, in the essential and perfect 
•equality- of the three divine persons of the Godhead. Ifo 
Unitarian or Arian, any more than an unregenerate man or 
unconscious infant, can be baptized into the Trinity. The fol- 
lowing authorities, all Pedobaptists, sustain these views. 

GoRMABUS. — "In Matt, xxviii, 19, our Lord speaks not concerning in- 
ilftnts, but adults, who are capable of instruction.** — Opera TheoL, p. 148. 

Beckmann. — ** That the word mcUheteuein. according to its etjrmologj', 
signifies to make diseii>le8, is readily aUowed oy aU. But this is not af- 
fected without instruction ; for he who, as matheteSy learns from another, 
is rationally taught something by him. They therefore are disciples, who 
are taught and learn." — Exer. TheoL, exer. vii. 

Dr. Wall. — " The commission given by our Savior to His disciples in 
the time of His mortal life, to baptize in the country of Judea, is not at 
all set down in Scripture ; only it is said that they baptized (1 ) a great 
many. And the enlargement of that commission given them afterwards, 
Matt, xxviii, 19, to perform the same office among all the heathen na- 
tions, is set down in such brief words, that there is no particular direction 
given what they were to do in reference to the children of those that re- 
ceived the faith. And among all the persons that are recorded as bap- 
tized by the apostles, there is no express mention of any infant." (Infant 
Baptism, vol. i, pp. v, vi.") 

Dr. Larbner. — "The language may be paraphrased thus: Go ye 
therefore into all the world, and teach, or disciple all nations ; baptizing 
them into the profession of faith in, and an obligation io obey the doc- 
trines taught by Christ." — In Dr. G. Payne's Lee. on Chris. TheoL, vol. 
i. p. 299. 

Poole says : " In the name of the Father, &c. In the Greek it is els 
to onomaj into the name ... in the authority, or (which is indeed 
the chief) into the profession of the Trinity of the persons in the one Di- 
vine Being.'. 

Dr. W. Hanna.— ** To be baptized into the name, is to be taken up 
Into, to be incorporated with Him whos^ name is Father, Son, and Holy 



Beuever-s. Baptism. 1067 

Ghost. The term is impressive or sjmbolie, not ofa mere outward and 
formal acknowledment or confession of our faith in the Divinity, as He 
has been pleased to reveal himself to us under tiiat mysterious dis- 
tinotion of a threefold personality; but of an inward and spiritual com- 
munion, fellowship, with the Father, the Son, the Holy Ghost !"— The 
Forty, <»c., pp. 174t175. 

Db. Lange, says Stier, "unfolds and paraphrases in its fulness of 
meaning the eia to onoma : * they must be Daptized in His presence^y 
His authority, into fellowship with Him, and blessed knowledge -of His 
nature^*"— Words, &c. (Stier), vol. viii, pp. 308-309. 

It gives me special pleasure to quote at some length the 
views of the learned Dr. A. Stevens, a: standard and distin- 
guished writer in my friend's denomination, and. I think it 
able, clear and conclusive on. this point. 

"The church, in administering the rite, and the subjects, in receiving it, 
profess their faith in God, as revealed in the formula, and pledge them- 
selves to him as their Lord." "By following him ( Moses j into' the sea, 
they (the Israelites) professed their faith in him as a leader and a com- 
iBcmder ; so in baptism the subject professes his fkith in God a» revealed 
in the formula ; promises Jiis obedience to Him. He is baptized unto, not 
by the authority of the Trinity." "With the explanation of thjs mani- 
festation of Goa in the Son, the formula has nothing to do, and creeds 
should have as little. But the &ot to be -believed is there ; and a profession 
of &iUi in it, on entering the church, is a necessity by Christ^s command. 
In the rite of baptism the subject is required, or rather obliged, to profess 
his faith in Christ, not as divine simply, but under law, on the same plane 
with himself." "In the formula of baptism, the Holy Ghost is revealed 
as.equal in being to the Father and. Son, and something more. The term 
is not a synonym of Father tmd Son. It defines personality, and also a 
distinct relation to the subject of baptism. No person can receive this 
rite and not profess his faith in that special relation. He has wants that 
are met only by it. For what could be the meaning of baptism into one 
who is not needed ? Baptism into the Holy Ghost is a pledge from the 
subject that he accepts Him as One who meets his wants, where they are 
not met by Father and Son. He professes that he has wants that are not 
provided for in the atonement ; he is an sdien from God, though the Son 
"has finished the work the Father gave Him to do." He looks to the 
Holy Ghost for help in this particular. This he must profess in baptism. 
For if all our wants as sinners were met by the Father and Son, there 
would be no meaning in being baptized into the Holy Ghost. One who 
does not believe in a new birth, by the Holy Ghost, cannot intelligently 
and honestly receive baptism in tliis formula," 

I add but one more quotation : "And the church by Christ^s command 
is required to demand this profession (of universal obedience to God) from 
all that are received as her members. She cannot administer baptism 
without this. She must meet her meml^rs as she receives them, — with a 
creed as a test of membership." — Quoted from Watchman and Reflector, 
Boston, issue Sept. 16, 1875. This the Baptist church does. It is true of no 
other church. 

I then, Mr. President, accept the creed for my denomination, 
and I hold that it is involved in the baptismal formula that 
cannot be repeated without mockery, and I might say blasphe- 
my over one that does not believe the doctrine of atri-personal 
God, or who is both destitute and incapable ot exercising any 
faith at all. The Papists baptize grave yards and churches, 
locomotives and bells, mules and horses, with this formula ! 
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Is it not mockery — is it not blasphemy. But it is evident that 
a church bell is as morally conscious as an infant, and if this^ 
formula excludes the one it does the other. We plapt our- 
selves here as Baptists under the shadow of the three sacred 
names, and declare that you cannot baptize any one, young or 
old, unless it personally, possess faith and is able to make a 
public profession of it in his baptism. This we hold as a peo- 
ple; and just because we do so hold, we also hold to believer's 
baptism, and to a church no longer hereditary and national, 
but made up of " all in every place," the world over, whose 
personal faith thus finds expression in baptism. Believers 
are to be baptized, and the baptized are believers. Children 
may thus believe without their parents, and parents without 
their children; the husband without the wife, and the 
wife without the husband. As the father's sour grapes 
cannot set the children's teeth on edge, so the father's faith 
can bring the child to baptism only as his faithfulness works 
out a corresponding faith in the latter. As, at the last, each 
one must give account of himself to God, and the decision be 
based on Christ's own declaration, " He that believeth shall 
be saved, and he .that believeth not shall be damned,'* so the 
door of Christ's kingdom is opened only to those who in the 
very act of entrance profess their personal faith in Father^ 
Son and Holy Ghost. 

I call my opponent's attention to the triple strength of this 
commission which offers an invincible refutation of all his 
claims however numerous or plausible, to any authority in 
God's Word for the baptism of an infant. I am willing to 
rest the decision of the whole question upon this law, this 
only law for baptizing any one, Jew or Gentile, adult or in- 
fant. I could grant you that Abraham sprinkled his infants 
to admit them into his church if he had one — I say family and 
nothing more — I could admit that during the entire existence 
of the Jewish commonwealth, Jewish parents by God's com- 
mand sprinkled or baptized their infants; but I stand here un- 
der the New Dispensation, and acting under the New Coven- 
ant, and upon the threshold of the new church, with this new 
law in my hand that never before was published in the ear of 
earth, and I say to Eld.Ditzler, and I say to all Catholics and 
Protestants alike, you cannot for three invincible reasons bap- 
tize an infant or a bell, a church yard, or a dead sinner, under 
it. It positively and with threefold voice like the Trinity it 
proclaims, forbids the baptism of aii infant or an unbeliever.. 
Christ the only Kins: in Zion, he who has all power in heaven* 
and earth, commands that those baptized under it shall, 

Ist. Be disci pled by Christian instruction — Christianized.. 
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out" He does not mean oaJty tibat their baptism laid them m>der f^aoeial 
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Oommtmion, 

Dr. Goodwin.- -"He argues from the known and ^eDenHy-re^fiv&A 

profession and practice of all Christians. Know ye not that so many of 

us as were baptized — ^that is, whoever of us tliat profess baptism 'into 

Christ, profess baptism into His death, as the thing intended by it.*^ — 

WorkSj voL iv, p. 30. 

ViTRiNGA. — "To be baptized into Christ is beyoud doubt to be baptised 
into this, that each should profess his communion with Christ ; that each 
by that baptism, as by a sign and testimony, should avow that he had 
believed in Christ."— 06«. Sac.y iii, 22. 822. 

R. Baxter. — "Know ye not that when men are baptized they are by 
vow, covenant, and profession, listed into the belief of a crucified* Savior, 
who died for sin to save us from it ; and do profess that repentance by 
which we renounce it, as dead to it for the time to come ? Therefore in 
our baptism we are dipped under the water, as signifying our covenant 
profession ; that as He was buried for sin, we are dead and buried to sin ; 
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that as the glorious power of Gtod raised Hhn from the dead} so we shoi^d 
rise up to live to Him in holiness and newness of live" (Par, on N, 4.^ 
on Bom. vi, 3, 4). **To be buried and risen with Christ signifieth, A be- 
ing dead to sin, and alive to God and newness of life : and it is not only 
(as is feigned by the opposers) an engagement to this for the future, but a 
profession of it only ai the present" {Dlspu, of Right to Sac,) 

W. GnJPEN.— "The Christian, by his profession, is dead to sin. The 
very act of his initiation implies it. What does baptism represent but our 
dying to sin, and rising to righteousness ? &c, — Expo,, Bom. vi, lr4. 

M. Henby. — "Our baptism signifies our cutting oft from the kingdom 
of sin ; we profess to have no more to do with sm. . . • Bapt£m is 
externa ansa Chriati, by which Christ lays hold on men, and men oftfer 
themselves to Christ. ... As Christ died for sin, we should die to 
sin. This was the profession and promise of our baptism" ( Com,, on Bo. 
vi, 5). "Being baptized into Christ We are baptized mto his death, that as 
He died and rose again, so, in conformity thereunto, we should die unto 
sin, and walk in newness of life (Bo. vi, 3, 4)" {Com,j on Gal. iii, 27). In 
his Treatise on Baptism, he says (p, 41), "We are said to be buried with 
Christ by baptism, and planted in the likeness of His death (Bo. vi, 4, 5) ; 
which intimates our dying to every sin." Again (pp. 43, 44), "Those who 
are baptized into Christ, have professedly put on Clirist ; and it is incon- 
sistent with our putting on Christ, to make provision for the flesh to ful- 
fil the lusts thereof." 

Bp. Patrick. — "We are baptized into His death.— We are buried with 
Him in baptism." "We by going. ijoto the water profess that we are 
willing to take up the cross, and die for Chris t*s sake." — ^In Booth's Posd, 
Ex,, vol. i, p. 136. 

Dr. Macknioht. — "To be baptized" "into a person, is" "to enter one's 
self a disciple of him into whose name he is baptized, and tg profess that 
he submits himself implicitly to his authority, and receives tus doctrines 
and rules." "Buried with Him in baptism, as persons whose old man 
hath been crucified with Him (see Bom. vi, 6), in which baptism also, 
that it might be a complete emblem of your circumcision, ye have been 
raised with Him out of the water, as persons made spiritually alive, 
through your belief of the strong working of God who raised Him from 
the dead." — Com,, on 1 Cor. i, 13 / Col. ii, 12. 

Dr. Whitby. — "For know ye not that as many (of us) as were baptized 
into (and by that baptism professed ourselves diciples of) Jesus Christ, 
were baptized into (the likeness of) His death, (and so engaged to die unto 
sin, as He died for sin, 1 Pe iv, 1, 2, and this must also consequently be 
an engagement to live to Him that died for us, and rose again, 2 Cor. v, 
16.) ver. 4 (For) therefore we are buried with Him by baptism, (plunging 
us imder the water) into (a conformity to His) death, (which put His body 
under the earth,) that like as Christ was raised up from the grave by the 
glory (orjpower) of the Father, even so we also (thus dead in baptism) 
should (rise with Him and) walk in newness of life." — Para, on Bo. 
vi,3. 4. 

Bp. Taylor. — "Baptism is never propounded, mentioned, or enjoined, 
as a means of remission of sins, or of eternal life, but something of duty, 
choice, and sanctity is joined with it, in order to the production of the 
end so mentioned. *Know ye not that as many as are baptized into 
Jesus Christ, are baptized into His death' (Bo. vi, 4)? There is the mys- 
tery and the symbol together, and declarea to be perpetoally united, osoi 
ebaptisthemen. All of us who are baptized into one, were baptized into 
the'other, not only into the name of Christ, but into His death also. But 
the meaning of this as it is explained in the following words of St. Paul, 
makes much for our purpose ; for to be baptized into His death signifies. 
To be buried with Him in baptism, that a^ Christ rose from the dead, we 
also should walk in newness of life (ver. 4). That is the full mystery of 
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baptism ; for being baptized into His death, or which is all one in the next 
words, *en omoiomati tou thanatou autou,^ *Into the likeness of His- 
death' (ver. 5), cannot go alone ; if we be so planted into Christ, we shall 
be partakers of the resurrection ; and that is not here instanced in precise 
reward, but in exact duty, for all this is nothing but crucifixion of the old 
man, a destroying of the body of sin, that we no longer serve sin (ver. 
6). This indeed is truly to be baptized, both in the symbol and the mys- 
tery : whatsoever is less than this is but the symbol only, a mere ceremo- 
ny, an opus operatuniy a dead letter, an empty shadow, an instrument 
without an agent to manage, or force to actuate it." — lAb. of Pro,^ pp. 
344, 345. 

E. BiCKERSTETH. — "Baptism is the very token and sign that we are. 
dead to sin. How shall we, asks St. Paul, that are dead to sin, live any 
longer therein? Know ye not that so many of us as were baptized into 
Jesus Christ were baptized into His death? therefore," &c. **Bom. vi, 
2-8. The statement in the Colossians is similar^ ii, 11-13 ; Hi, 1-3." **The 
all^comprehensive blessing thus included in baptism is our being so broEight 
thereby through faith into union with Christ as to share all He did. Hence 
we should by faith regard all that Christ went through as gone throijgh 
for us; and we, believing in Him, are judicially regarded before God as 
having passed through all that He did. It does not appear to me that 
true fwth in -the apostle's statement can rest in a meaning short of this : 
So many of us (oteerve here the universality, every idividual without ex- 
ception) as were baptized into Jesus Christ, were baptized into His death. 
A similar universality in a distributive inmviduality we have, Gal. iii, 27. 
As many of you," Ac. 

Dr. A. CiiARKE.— **To be baptized into Christ is to receive the doctrine- 
of Christ crucified, and to receive baptism as a proof of the genuineness 
of that faith, and the obligation to live according to its precepts." — Com.y 
on Rom. vi, .3. 

Dr. Chalmers, having spoken of immersion as primitive baptism^ 
says, "We advert to this for the purpose of throwing light on the analogy 
that is instituted in these verses (Rom. vi, 3, 4). Jesus Christ by death 
underwent this sort of baptism, even immersion under the ground, whenoe- 
He soon emerged again by His resurrection. We being baptized into His. 
death, are conceived to have made a similar translation ; in the act of 
descending under the water of baptism to have resigned our old life, and. 
in the act of ascending, to emerge in a second, or new life." — Lee, on 
Rom., on ch. vi. 

(1) We ought not to practice in the name of Christ what we cannot 
prove from the Scriptures was ever instituted by Christ, 

(2) But " It cannot l^ proved by Sacred Scripture that Infant Bap- 
tism was instituted by Christ." 

(3) Therefore, Infant Baptism ought not to be performed in the name 
of Christ. 

(1) If Christ requires teaching before baptism and will havenone but 
believers admitted to baptism, we sin against Christ by baptizing mind- 
less infants that can neither be taught nor are capable of exercising faith 

(2) But Calvin declares that Christ does so require. 

(3) Ergo J We sin against Christ by baptizing mindless infants. 

Baxter^s Syllogism. 

(1) If there can be no examples given in Scripture of anyone that 
was baptized without the profession of a saving faith nor any precept 
for so doing, then must we not baptize any without it. 

(2) But the antecedent is true. 

(3) Therefore is the consequent. 
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DR. DITZLER'S FIRST REPLY. 



As you see, this proposition is the same as the second, with 
me in the negative this time. We will briefly review the 
leading points in Dr. Graves' speech, then oflTset all by com- 
pletely establishing the negative — that is, infant baptism. 
The Doctor relies on the commission to establish his position. 
I yet aflirm that Matt, xxviii, 19, is our sole, our only authority 
to baptize anybody. Nor has the Doctor dissented, nor any 
one I know of. 

He will grant that Abraham, Moses, etc., sprinkled the in- 
fants, if I prefer, but he stands on the new law of the commis- 
sion. Very well. We stand on it also. "If you break down 
the limitation (of the commission) then pagans, infidels, etc., 
•are to be baptized," he. tells us. True. But what are the 
limitations, and where are they to be found ? That is all im- 
portant. We will find them in due order and time. 

You say the man who baptizes one, makes the baptized 
party a rnember of the church of which he is a member; i. e., 
of that individual congregation. Of what congregation did 
the journeying Philip make the traveling Eunuch? or Ana- 
nias, Saul of Tarsus? or John the multitudes? or Peter the 
house of Cornelius? John and Peter, the Samaritans, etc., etc., 
Acts viii, ix, x, xxii, etc. 

But let us come to the commission, on which our Brother 
relies to destroy infant membership and the necessary conse- 
-quent of that right, viz.: baptism. 

1. Mark xvi, 15, 16. Here he tells us only believers are 
baptized. Infants cannot believe, therefore are not to be bap- 
tized. But (1) granting the authenticity of this psssage, which 
IS not in any Bible [MS.] or copy of a version earlier than 
the sixth century, and marked doubtful in all the versions and 
manuscripts in which it first appears, and all the most learned 
in this field, even of its defenders, such as Alford, Tregelles, 
etc., admit it was not written by Mark; yet (2) It proves noth- 
ing to the point. Believers are baptized here, and all Mark's 
unbelievers are damned. If this verse is meant to exclude all 
incapable of belief from baptism it means to damn them. All 
saved here have to believe in order to be saved, and are prop- 
erly baptized when they believe. But as the same principle 
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that here disqualities tor baptism disqualifies for heav€fn, and 
necessarily includes damimtioii, it cannot be meant to exclude 
infants; ''H-e that does not work shall not eat.'* "In the 
flwe^at of thy face shalt thou eat bread," etc., aT6 as this vefrse, 
to be interpreted in the light of existing and recognized facts 
and common sense. Clearly the verse was meant to hold this 
much only: Of those capable of being preached to— ^"preach 
to every creature [capable of hearing]; he that believeth and 
£of course if he believes he will submit promptly, where pos- 
sible, to the oMinauces] is baptized, shall be saved. He that 
believeth not [rejects it] shall be damned.'' No one here is 
•denied salvation or baptism, but siK^h as being preached to, 
reject salvation; 

2* The Doctor comeis to whdt'he kixows is the only reliable 
and proper commissioirt. Matt; xicviii, 19, 20. We cftrinot ac- 
cept the marginal retiderihg "rti»ke Ghrifetians." Mathateuo 
jievef meatis " make ChHstians." The Doctof knows, 'as every 
scholar doeft, it is " disciple"-^so ^li Bapti^sj Oarsopj Gale, 
lir. Grave*^ Ak Canfipbell, I>r. Wilkeej Anderisou, Wildonj all 
are agre€!d here— all schdlirs of fdl- churcbesf. Tber^e- is no 
•diefputei 

But immersioiiists cOMend th^it necessarily includes pre- 
vious instrucHon received, thiat this- parties maybe discipled. 
Dr. Grarves quotes Johnson^ tb»t a disciple is a learner — one 
taught. Now we will show, first, that discipling, enrolling 
disciples, making or receiving disciples; does not necessarily 
include or imply previous instruction. 

2. If it did, it would not destroy infant baptisiii or infant 
membership, but sustain it. 

1; Then, discipling, in the Bible, does not necessarily in- 
clude previous instruction. (1) The vast majority of scholars, 
Alford, Olshausen, Stier, Lightfoot, etc., maintain our views 
here. (2) The Bible completely settles it. 

1. The teaching {didaskontes) is expre3sly named in the 
commission as coming after both discipling and baptism. 

2. The whole economy of God's Government rested on 
this basis. Kumbers iii, 28, "And the number of all the 
males, from a month old and upward, were eight thousand and 
six hundred, keeping the charge of the sanctuary." That is, 
these infants were enrolled, even at a month old, that they 
might be, at the earliest period, instructed in, and impressed 
with, the weight and responsibility of their charge — discipled. 
But far more decisive still, is the fact for the fifteen hundred 
years preceding the hour the first commission of Jesus, even 
[Matt, x, entire, and the second one, to Gentiles as well ; {ta ethe) 
"the Gentiles,"] up to the hour of this commission, always 

67 
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when a disciple was made from Gentiles, from Moses till 
Christ uttered these words, his infants always were disciple^ 
— received in the Jewish Church — with the parent or parents. 
1^0 one denies this. All admit it. Christ waa a Jew. The- 
twelve apostles were all Jews. People were thence forwarded 
to be discipled to Christ. But, Matt, xviii, 5> Christ, with a 
little child before them, young enough to symbolize innocence, 
not to need repentance or conversion, declares, " "Whoso shall 
receive one such little child, in my name, receiveth me.'' 
Into what could little children be received? Does not this 
show an act of discipleship — receiving them in the naime of 
Christ ? But a learner, you say is a disciple; But Paul shows 
distinctly that people become such disciples or learners from 
infancy. 2 Timothy iii, 15, 16 : "And {apo brephoits) * from 
infancy,' thou hast known the Holy Scriptures.'' He had- 
been taught, then, by his mother, Eunice, in infancy — was a 
disciple, learner, taught. Here, even if Dr. Graves should sus- 
t£iin his position, that disciple implies antecedent instruction,, 
the New Testament puts it in proof that in infancy this can be 
done and was done. This shedg additional light on the words- 
"bring up a child in the way he should go; train them up in 
the nature and admonition of the Lord" — disciple them. 

3. Christ shows that previous instruction does not necessa- 
rily precede discipling, in the most renowned and striking in- 
stances in the world. 

Matt, iv, 18, 19, 21, 22; ix, 9, shows that in not an instance 
of discipling the twelve apostles did teaching^ of any kind pre-^ 
cede the act of enrolling them as his disciples. Teaching all. 
who came afterward at indefinite periods. 

Hence we have 1st refuted all ^the positions of the Doctor;. 
2d, completely sustained our own. 

Let us now put ourselves in the condition to appreciate and 
understand the commission ; its limitations as well. It is to- 
be understood in the light of existing tacts, customs and laws. 
No one can deny this. How dare you baptize with water? 
Why not with oil, wine, ink, blood or syrup ? Why with 
water? The commission no where names "with water." It 
simply says " baptize." But religious baptism had been " with 
water" from Moses, though other elements were used for 
baptizing, and now John limited it to water, as proselyte bap- 
tism always had done. It was only "with water." Hence 
this " limitation " remains, though not specified. The commis- 
sion specifies no class save Gentiles, but no specified class of 
Gentiles. It does not name man, woman, children or infants. 
One class is as much specified as the other. Suppose we were 
to send out Methodist and Baptist missionaries to-day. We- 
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Would carefully provide for their finances, fannily comforts, se- 
lect the field, arrange prospects, etc., but would Baptists specify 
what class to baptize? Why not? Because the habits, cus- 
toms and well known practice of Baptists make it wholly 
unnecessary. They would disciple as Baptists. So these 
Jews. Suppose we were to send our teachers to organize pub- 
lic schools in Asia and Africa. What would the army of 
teachers naturally do? Receive-just the ages to their schools 
they received here, unless positive directions attended order- 
ing a different practice. For fifteen hundred years infants 
were always discipled with their believing parents, and the 
Jews knew no other practice. 

But let us now review some facts developed at great length 
in proposition second, on church oneness. 

We must keep it before us, that Christ and his apostles and 
disciples were all Jews. That he and they never disparaged 
the Bible. That they only complained of the Jews ignoring 
it and disobeying it. That he came not to destroy even the 
law of the prophets. We must remember that the apostles called 
each other Jews all the time (Gal. ii, 13, 14, 15,) and that 
Christ said, "Search the Scriptures." John v, 29, "That the 
Bereans were more noble than those of Thessalonica, in 
that they searched the Scriptures daily to see whether those 
things were so," which the apostles taught. What Scriptures 
were these? The old Testament. Not a word of the New 
had been written. The early Christians tested all apostolic 
teaching and practice by that Old Testament that many of you 
immersionists now hold in contempt. What said Paul, in the 
last letter he ever wrote, just as he was about to be offered up 
and the time of his departure was at hand? This was long 
after Pentecost — long after Gentiles were brought in. 2 Tim. 
iii, 15, 16, 17, "And that from a child [from infancy] thou 
hast known the Holy Scriptures, [when he was an infant, 4, 
5, years old, not a word of the New Testament was written. 
This is the Old Testament of which he speaks; and mark what 
Paul says further], which are able to make thee wise unto sal- 
vation, * * All Scripture is profitable for doctrine; * * 
for instruction in righteousness," etc. Thus Paul speaks at 
the close of his life. 

We must further recollect that the gospel and the epistles 
came in one by one, scattered through the world in distant 
parts; that whole communities of churches would have only 
the Old Testament, till quite the close of the apostolic age. 
Others would have one, two or three of the epistles^ some one 
gospel, others a couple of gospels, or one gospel and an epistle, 
etc.^J'ew churches, even fifty years after Paul's death, had 
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»ll of his epistles or the gospels. Nay, the New Testament 
was not finished till A. D., 96. Not for another hundred years 
<lid many ehurohes have all the New Te&tament bound up 
together. The Old with an epistle or so, was their source of 
light, so fskv as the.Bible went. The old Testament, then, was 
j^t pre-eminently the source of their instruction. In the light 
of all these, facts, let us now look at the surroundings of the 
Jews who received, let, a commission to opeitate among the 
J^ws of the lost sheep of the house of Israel. (M)att x.) 2d, 
^.commission to all Gentiles. Matt, xxviii, 19. 

1. We saw (proposition second) that, to go no further back, 
♦God had a church from Moses till Christ appeared in the fieah 
^O' restore the paths and raise up {anoikod^ceso) rebuild Hie 
tabernacle pf David (the spiritual church restored) that had 
tfallen into decay — to nebuild the? rains thereof (Act8Jtv,.16) — 
fox ^^ I will fiet.it up again " {atierthoso) set upright again,. i. e. 
^tcengthen, establish. 

2. Stephen (Acta vii, 38^ Paul, Heb. ii, 12; xii, 22) applies 
the words "the church'' to God's people in those times. 

3. They were Spiritual Christ was the foundation of their 
tfaath, its founder and finisher^ the Spiritual food of all the 
jpure and good. (1 Cor, x, 3--4; Peter, 1-9, etc., etc. Thia 

we established^ speech first, proposition second. 

4* That the word church (ecctoia), used by Christ and Paul, 
"was borrowed from the Old Testament, used in the same sense 
-exactly as there, and as in the Apochryphal writings of the 
JTews. 

6. That they met after the captivity, not only in the temple, 

:five centuries before Christ, and until Christ's day, in syna- 

4g©gues, as well as in temples, to worship, as we do, and to 

these "assemblies of the upright" not only the Old Testament 

.^nA Apochrypha,but Christ and Paul apply the word " church." 

They had officers corresponding to our deacons, elders and 

^bishops in the church; expelled members for immorality, as 

*we do now, excommunicated, etc. All details were given in 

my opening speech on proposition second. Jesus Christ calls 

them "church" when he says, " tell it to the church." Matt. 

xviii, 17.) This is the second and last time Christ uses the 

word church, rapeatiug it in the same verse. All the facts he 

names in this connection were familiar, well-known matters 

:among all Jews then, as not only his words imply, but the 

writings of the Jews abundantly show. (See Selden, Opera, 

vols, f and IT, Sunedris; Lightfoot's Horse Heb., etc.) He 

used the word church there for a single congregation or local 

assembly of the church that met in any synagogue, just as we 

^11 use it daily now. 
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6. Infants enjoyed membership in the church, and we're all 
baptized. The fact of .infant membership is admitted by atl 
immersionists. See A. Campbell's Ch. Bap. 108, 109 sq; 
Carson, a Baptist, (and Dr. Garves' favorite, pages 233 and 284» 

Over and again have we defined the church. Over and 
again Dr. Graves says we did not. We read elaborate defi- 
nitions of it twice. We showed the Greek words meaning^ 
" called,*' " called out," " assembled." So it occurs constantly 
in the Old and New Testaments. That it is used in a secular 
and religious sensed — the Hebrew and Greek words. That ae 
a religious wovd it had a two-fold application; 1st. it meant 
all God's people — atl in a saved relation to him. In this- 
sense it often applies to all those in Heaven and those in such 
saved relation on earth through all time. It occurs as ap- 
plicable to all such of earth, in all ages, regarding the church 
as a unity. (See prop. 4; where this was elaborated alec.) 
To this the most eminent Baptists have always adhered^ 
though Dr. Graves and his adherents repudiate it. We quot- 
ed Bunyan, Ripley, etc., that any number of these may con- 
gregate, assemble and organize themselves, and as such form 
a local church — congregation of God's church. 

Now these people are not a church because they congregat^^ 
assemble, etc. Not because they do this and are baptized^ 
take the Lord's Supper. These are not the diferentia. Un- 
converted people, wicked mockers, Pharisees could do atl 
these things. In what, then, consists true membership? 
Wherein have tl>ey membership? Not by virtue of identity 
with a lo^al congregation, for that does not of itself con0titut&- 
membership as just seen. lieal membership, then, exists in- 
our relation to the spiritual church — God's family, and any- 
part of that family assembled, etc., constitutes a church in the- 
local sense, as used in Matt, xviii, 17, etc., and often by Paul^ 
James, etc. Hence Christ is the Head. It is in Christ 'we 
have membership — there alone. Here is w^here Baptists of 
to-day, and their writers, are in such confusion; in a perfoct 
muddle. They have no clear conception of the church ; Bl> 
well-defined ideas of it. Now, while actual, real membership ex-^ 
ists in the One universal church, its ordinary recognition or 
outward manifestation is through the local assembly of bi» 
people. Here ordinances are administered, membership rec- 
ognized, and through these localassemblies all official action 
originates, directly or indirectly. All these matters were fdlly 
developed in former syieeches, which see. 

We showed formerly (prop 2, sp'ch 3d) that when Israel went 
out, laws were made for Proselytes — the first thing done, Ex. 
xii,47. 49; Num. ix, 14; xv, i5, 16. No baptism had ycrt 
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been named or ordained. Only circumcision is yet named, 
and the Lord's Supper, Ex. xii. Mark you, it says "One 
law" shall be for both; "Oue ordinance, one law and one 
manner shall be for you and the stranger that sojourneth with 
you." Here we see that the Jews and Proselytes were to be 
one in manner, law, ordinances. If Jews baptized, Gentiles 
had to be baptized. Lightfoot and others failed to notice the 
fact that the law for Proselytes was made in full before bap- 
tism was ordained, or named, (as it is not named till Exodus 
xxix: XXX: 18, 22, nor enforced till Lev. viii, 6), the Prose- 
lytes came under the same rite of baptism as all Jews. 

7. All their infants were baptized — Jews or Proselyte. 
We give now just one example, Joel ii, 15, 17, as exhibiting 
the practice : 

" felow the trumpet in Zion, sanctify a fast, call a solemn 
assembly. Gather the people, sanctify (ecclesian) the church" 
(congregation in James). What does all this mean? What 
is up? How did the Priests "sanctify the church?" Paul 
and Moses tell us — Heb. ix, 13, where the water, in which the 
ashes of a heifer, '' sprinkling the unclean, sanctifieth to the. 
purifying of the flesh." Num. viii, 7, " Thus shalt thou do 
unto them to cleanse them, sprinkling water of purifying on 
them." See also Num. xix, 9-18 ; John ii, 6. 

But the sprinklings of Heb. ix, 13, and those v, 19, 21, are 
called by Paul "diverse baptisms." The word diaphorois 
means different in kind, different sorts. The elements were 
diverse, three or four in kind he names. The objects were 
four in kind — people, the book, the tabernacle and vessels of 
the ministry. Hence they were " diverse baptisms." Here, 
then, we have in Joel, the Priests baptizing the church on a 
most solemn occasion — sprinkling water upon them. 

Well, says one, I've often asked for baby sprinkling — said 
it was not in the Bible — ^is that a case? Let us see. 1. We 
have the church. 2. They are sprinkled with water. 3. Paul 
calls it baptism. The mode has been settled already. We 
read on in Joel — " sanctify — [i. e., sprinkle water of purifying 
upon — baptize] the church, assemble the elders, gather the 
children." Oh, says one, that is it, is it? .They were great 
big fellows — we baptize them — we want babes — unconscious 
babes — not eighteen years old children. Very well, I have 
not finished yet. And "those that suck the breasts"— 
how old are they ? Are they eighteen years old ? " Let the 
bridegroom go forth from his chamber, and the bride out of 
her closet. Let the priests, the ministers of the Lord weep, 
* * * and cry spare thy heritage, Lord," etc. Her^, 
most conspicuously, was there a great baby sprinkling, called 
by Paul baptism. 
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Xow, tten, we hxv^ the cL::r^L: in£A£ts in it; in£mt3 bap- 
tized. Then, 1 C«-- x, 1, 2. all oar fikthers were baptized (w) 
onto. Ton say Mnro the recognition of Moses as their leader 
— ^by God's bjpti^iig' tiie=i he meant to commit diem to 
Moses as their lawgirer asd leader. Bat the infimts were 
baptized, tho>!isa!:ds c€ them, in this the first recorded baptism 
of water in the worii^ ax>d by the Almighty committed to 
Moe^ as th^ leader and legislator. They, of all others, were 
mostdepende^rL A zri Pa^ says they were all bap»tized. All 
who were cntrsste^i zo M jses" leadership or p»rotection- Hence 
we do not need the adrdsoa of Carson, A- CampbeU, etc., 
that infiints weie in th* Jewi^ chiirch. All know that. 
When Christ came, wh«e^ He gare His commisdon, for fifteen 
hundred years th-e Jew^ ha^i made disdples frcnn Gentilee. 
In all cases all i^'^.r 3 were broiight in with the parents. In 
no instance was an ad^t jrr^selyte erer made in which the in- 
fant was left OTTL t aJl ease* fj^ ifietn hundred years, their 
babes were ba^^iixed. UDOer this state of thines Christ eayp, 
** Of snch is "dte Krr.gdom ci 'HesarezJ^ "WEoso receiTeth 
one snch ErrJe child in tlj rjde.'' etc TTDder these circum- 
stances He gave the tc^rrri^.ofii y*>a, who in all ca^es for 
fifteen eect^ries bare discicpZed infu^ts with ttceir parents, 
baptirin^ bodi always: c«i.-e TTfariPer, cme law, oc2e ordinaiice 
for them as for j<n ; wLo hMfrzxe y ocrcelTes ajod infimts — go 
now and ^£seip>e ti.e Gectik«''* as well as restore ihe lost 
sheep of tbe boiisie of Isr^&l. ai>d b^tize them ; jtist act as we 
have acted — reeoscize the irfurts as yoa bare ahrays done* 
Had Christ, P&clL az»d the twelre tati^t that in this respect a 
new law obtadned, what a storm of ix>£gnatioo w^uld hare 
burst upon them o:: that iss::^ ! Pa:il was repealcdir arrested, 
tried, answered to the eharres. Acts ^rrn xiaa^ xxix. xxr, 2, 
26, yet do Faeh trhxrr^ e5ald be brc^ght- But it is ax>- 



1. There is so T^^yxd where JcAc barcz^ad a babe. We 
answer il/lfca- is the?* where he erer ukv^z^ a wociaii* 
Yet is that a reaspoc iyr itcn vj c-x^g? 2 3<>r if there acr 
record that be ba|:<d2>ed boys ai#d r^rls: yet j^n do. '2; Hi 
baptized unto rej-ertaic^e arid that'Chri*?: nAfrLt be ixiacrifett 
to Israel; beoee ho TLknj adroeatef of iriiuLt baj/ti«TJu thif>k 
that John did ii^/t baj^tiz^ irlatit* be^eatiW: LU usq^litUi wa» 
unlike that of Christ aiid hi* nyj^JA^ 

2. But there is 2>o ae:eo^i.t where the »potrle« erer \/ky^^2/hA 
infimts. Ve answer. 1 Xor i€ there atLv r^y/r^ where any 
one of d* twehre vz^m^Ia^ erer b»jcz^ a!:;i v>Jr. JTot a 
word in the Bible telif ti% of a Ktrl^ ea«r. 2, y<>5 baptize 
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children, yet you find it no where eaid in the New Testapient 
that qhildrqn were to be baptized. (3) Infant ciroumcmon 
w^5 practiced in the apostolic church constantly during all the 
apostolic apfe. Yet there is no recorded case of an actual oi;- 
currence of infant circumcision during the whole age. See 
Acts XV, 1-17; xxi entire. (4) There is no recorded ca^^ of 
a woiifian taking the Lord's Supper, and we Jsnow only fu^ll 
grawn men, apostles at that, took it when it was ordained^ 
Matt, xxvi, Mark xiv. H^ace these objections j^mo^int to 
nothing at all. 

3. But P^ul did baptize ^(Qveral parties, yet is there no 
record where he baptized an infant. Well, they and P^ul 
baptized Stephen's hou^Qhold, baptized the household of 
I^ydia, ^11 the household of the jailer, the household of Ste- 
phauusrrrthe old Apostolic Version, ,tbe Pe$hit.o, renders it 
"her Qhildrpn,".all his children wpre bs^ptized," etc; Wiell, but 
they s,ay there were no infants in any of the eight houftei^pld 
bAptiflm,s. Very >veU, then, if you are sure of that, that is :a 
&i($gi<eQt reason .why Pjawl did not baptize them. If there 
were habits in them, they .were baptised. If there were none, 
tl^at is the. best, reason why they were not. Just have it your 
own WAy. We haye apostolic apthority -for baptizing." all that 
"vyere in the bouse" of such believer,s as the jailer. 

As to.tbe c;a3eB of bapti^rp, records, etc., we add fprther: 
^ There ia.no necjord where any prje of the twelve apo^tli^s 

w,as Mptijzed. 

^.; There .is no record .where Awni^,.who b^fttizpd PauJ, 
WftP baptizetl. 

.3. Th,ere is vto xecord where the seventy whom i/hrisit ^^x\t 
oi^t wece .hftpti;s^(l. 

4. There is no record where the oujb hundred and .twepty 
of Acts i, were ever b^ptii^ed. 

5. There is no record where John the baptizer was baptised. 

6. None where tlie vast multitude of devout people on 
whom th.e baptizing spirit fell. Acts ii, 6^9, were baptized 
with water. 

7. InTo repord.whQre Stephen. ox Philip was baptized, or any 
of the Rcven deacons. 

3. There is no record where any Jew >vas ever baptized in 
New Testament apostolic history, only suqh as had actually 
rejected Christ and his authority. This speaks volumes; p. 
hiatter, like so much of the above fects, unnoticed by writera 
apd criticp. 

in the face pf the omissions of so important a character w 
the above, had we a right to look for the special naming of 
infants in apostolic history ? 
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Two points alone remain to be noticed. The objection is to 
proselyte baptism before the apostolic day, and the treatment 
the history of infant baptism received at Dr. Graves' hands,, 
(the kind their writers always give it,) when I bad no cbancjB 
to reply, he reserving his views till his Ust negative speech,, 
in violation of our rule?. I let it pass as T knew it could'be 
attended to under this proposition. He said that the word 
Tertullian used (paidulus) meant a child and was meant sim- 
ply for large children, minors, etc. So Orchard, Ford, Rob- 
inson and their historians all treat the matter, and declare 
that not till in the fifth or sixth 0€Hitury was infant baptism 
prevalent in the church. 

Toja historian who is honest, candid, such statements »te 
so monstrous, so reckless, so wickedly grotesque, tbat on^ 
harjiiy knows how to characterize or reply to them. 

As to proselyte baptism, the facts, the quotations, etc., wer^ 
formerly put on record. The objection to it is that Joseph us,. 
Philo, Onkelos, Jonathan, Ben Uzziel and the New Testa- 
ment do not name it. Their sileneej therefore, is urged as 
the only proof against it. To this w^e reply : 

J. SiJence is not proof against historic records that ariB 
reasonable and consistent. 

2. Joseph us several times does refer to it undoubtedly, a^ 
well as the New Testament, e. g.. John iii, 5. This was elo-h- 
orated in the former proposition, and never touched by tb^^ 
Doctor. 

3. Their silence, were it so, is no proof, since we saw sp- 
much silence on baptism already referred to. 

jt. OiUcelos, Jonathan, etc., were merely very literal traiUK 
labors; the first of the Pentateuch, the other of the Prophet^^ 
an4 it d\d not lay in their province to discuss anything, but tp 
translate the Bible into Chaldee. 

5. Eusebius, Socrates, Theodoret, SozoVnon, Evagrius, et<?„ 
and hosts of Fathers — Latin, Greek, Syriac — who wrote when 
all admit it was in full practice among all the Jews, never 
named it at all. They discussed baptism, treated of it; Fathers, 
like Origen, Pelagiui?, Cpelestius, Augustine, etc., discuas 
why it was universally practiced. Yet in all, never refer ta 
the practice of the Jews. Why could not M. Stuart and 
others have noticed that fact on the silence question ? 

As Dr. Graves said what he did in his closing speech on 
the second proposition — ^Intant Baptism — we now quote from 
Pelagius, Augustine, Cielestius, to show you what is the tes- 
timony in the fourth century. Pelagius was a Briton, born 
and lived in England. He was accused of heresy on depravity.. 
Augustine held to "total depravity, inherited depravity." lie 
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^appealed to the universal practice of the church on a well 
>known rite — baptism of infants, and as he believed, regenera- 
tion was effected by baptism, he appeals to the universality of 
the practice as a proof that the Bible taught depravity, and 
that infant baptism was practiced to effect their regeneration 
and remission of Adamic sin. Here are his words : " Which 
the whole body of the church holds, as delivered to them, in 
the case of little infants baptized ; who certainly cannot yet 
believe with the heart unto righteousness. ... 

And if any one does ask for divine authority in this matter, 
fthough that which the whole church {universa tenet ecclesia) 
practices, and which has not been instituted by councils, but 
^was ever in use, etc., (Wall 1, 159), he tells of their " crying 
^nd noise," " baptized when infants (infantes) or children," 
{puerVjy interchanges infantes and parvuli of" those in whose 
iands they are brought," offered not merely by parents, but 
even masters of infant slaves offered them for baptism (1, 
165). In the face of hundreds of such tacts Baptist writers 
and Dr. Graves deny they were infants ! ! Pelagius, denying 
infant depravity, was charged with being in a dilemma. You 
baptize iiltants — the whole -church does. It was apostolic, not 
instituted by councils. Where is the ground for such prac- 
tices, if not for-remission of Adamic sins ? Pelagius maintained 
that it was not for that, for infants were not guilty, and could 
not be ; but that while they were not liable to hell, yet they 
could not enter the kingdom of heaven unless baptized. Here 
are his words : " Men slander me as if I denied the sacrament 
to infants, or did promise the kingdom of heaven to some 
persons without the redemption of Christ, which is a thing 
that I never heard, no, not even any wicked heretic say." He 
then cites John iii. 5, with comments — in a word, " who can 
be so impious as to hinder infants from being baptized and 
being born again in Christ, and so make them miss the king- 
-dom of heaven ? etc. Who is there so impious as to refuse to 
an infant, of any age whatever, {ctifus libet aetatis\ the common 
redemption of mankind ? " etc. (Wall 1, 279). Coelestius, the 
follower of Pelagius, but more extreme in denying depravity, 
•saj's : •' We own that infants (infantes) ought, according to 
•the rule of the universal church, and according to the sentence 
of the gospel [i. e., John iii. 5, as they held it], to be baptized 
■for the forgiveness of sins." (Wall 1, 280-1). He then urges 
4t is not original or derived sin, Adamic, but admits of such 
words "remission of sins," to infants, " that we may not seem 
to make two sorts of baptism." We could multiply endlessly, 
almost, these quotations from nearly all the fathers, but it is 
•needless. No man of candor and scholarship has denied or 
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will qaestion these facts, for the larijsruage is too plain. Notice 
how they speak. Origen speaks of them as '* but a day old," 
^nd " have no sin of their own," as do others. Chrysostom 
says, (ta brephoe)^ " Infants that have no sin are baptized." 

They interchange parvulus a little child, diminutive of par- 
vus^ a child, with infans^ an infant. Where Pelagius saysjpar- 
vuliy his friend and Admirer says infantes^ infants. Their op- 
ponent, Augustine, tells how their mothers carried, brought, 
presented them " in their hands," that they had no choice, in- 
terchanges infantes and panmli, infants and little children. Not 
only this, but as TertuUian lived in North Africa, hence Pe- 
lagius, of England, had never heard of his short-lived opposi- 
tion. Origen, who lived :n North Africa, the most learned 
of all Greek fathers, gives their age " as a day " when needing 
baptism. In North Africa, where, at that time more colleges, 
more schools, more extensive libraries, more grammarians and 
teachers flourished than on any spot on the globe ; where, A. 
D, 381, the Bishop of Alexandria was as influential almost as 
an emperor; in North Africa, A. D. 251-53, the council of 
sixty-six bishops decided unanimously that it was not nec- 
essary to defer the baptizing of infants till they were over 
eight days old, the question being put by Fidus whether they 
should wait that long, that being the only question on the sub- 
ject before them. 

This is the most intellectual, cultivated part of the church 
in that age. The great Cyprian, the most noted of all Latin 
fathers of that age by far, was in it. No discussion was sprung, 
no question raised as to its apostolicity. No part of Christen- 
dom is hinted at as not practicing it. This is A. D. 253. They 
name the ages of the infants " four or five days," not necessary 
to wait till they were eight tiays old. Yet Baptist writers, 
published and eulogized and endorsed by Dr. Graves, tell us 
that only minors, people under age simply, are meant by the 
parvuUeind infantes of these fathers ! Now, the church unani- 
mously baptized, A. D. 253, infants. Origen, writing A. D. 
215, shows it was unanimous in his day, and he, the greatest 
tourist of his age, the child of Christian ancestors since the 
days of the apostles. TertuUian, A. D. 190, shows it to have 
been universally prevalent in his day by the manner of hi3 
opposition and style of argument. See my speech on history 
of it, second proposition. Irenaeus, A. D. 166 to 180, Hip- 

Eolytus, 220, on heresies, never hint it as an innovation or 
eresy. So it came not in practice in their day. Irenaeus, 
born four years before John the Apostle died, names it as a 
universal practice in his day, under the term regenerated — 
** in&nts, etc., are regenerated unto God." On the testimony 
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of Irenaeus, Tertiillian and Origen, we refer to the speech 
above alluded to where it is fall. We see that infant baptism 
was in the church everywhere in Origen's day, Tertullian'& 
day, Irenaeus' day. It could not have come in during any 
period subsequent to the apostolic day without producing 
a vastly different record and series of facts from what we have^ 
for it implied a complete change, 1, In the doctrine of the 
church ; 2, In.its practices and the design of its ordinances^ 
from the immersion stand-pointt 

Dr. Graves objects that it is against the symbolic import of 
baptism. But here he errs, as nsual, on this subject. He 
makes baptism a symbol of death, burial, resurrection — that 
it is an actual entrance into the church, a gate, a door, and a 
sign. Ingham and others make baptism to be seven things ; 
indeed, they make it a little srod. It is everything — a bundte 
of absurdities and contradictions. Confusion reigns here. 
Now water, the world over, in all ages,* has symbolized inno- 
cence. 80 David, and later Pilate, washed their hands, sym- 
bolizing innocence. All history shows this. Hence it comes 
to represent the pouring on .ua of the Spirit, by which we «» 
transgressors are made pure that w^ may be innocent before 
God. From the beginning of baptism in Moses' day it sym^ 
bolized that innocence and qualification for approach to God 
that all need. Hence priests and people approaching the altar 
had to baptize or be baptized before going into God's pres- 
ence in the tabernacle or temple. But all infants are inno- 
cent before God. They inherit allien, depraved nature, and 
have that moral taint which all men have; but it is not guilt 
or sin in the sense of transgression— is not sinful. Christ re- 
moved all condemnation that came as the effect of Adam's 
transgression, as Paul (Rom. iii. entire,) teaches. Hence we 
are responsible for the deeds done in the body. We teacli 
that no infant is in infancy liable to be lost. All are in a 
saved relation, and can only be lost by actual transgressions. 
As to what takes place in them or hs in death God has said 
nothing, and to be wise above what is written is very unwise. 

Hence infants are the most proper of all subjects of baptism* 
In baptizing adults they may be fit subjects or may not. We 
can't read their hearts. But infants I know are innocent, and 
*' of such is the kingdom of heaven." 

Making baptism a symbol of death, etc., 

1. Violates its whole historic import, for never on Q9!rih^ 
among any people, did it have sxich meaning. 

2. It represented the Spirit's action ^n purifying man's moral 
nature, the source of life, not of death. 



^^. : it • A i. > ^k:^ ; ;nV. ^ >^^;^ 



3. JoliK"> lvi:::>ui w-i> **N\::h w^T^t^r^" ""Vii,;o ^v\viU^u\o\\'' 
not deaiL. I:< or-tril ol *^*: w*?^ ::;*: ^ OhnsM mi^iUl Uo u\<^xlo 
luauifesr to Isnie.^*^ 

4. Dr. Graves ssiTs :*::cr>e w;i$ Uv^ ohur\'li in J\\)\u'?i v\i^\\ l^ouoo 
baptism could not ewe tiie door or initiatory rii^ iiuo ^^ U\\u^< 
that did not exist. He admits that iluvsio who tJr^l ooUx^ruuhsl 
the church came in without this provN^s^ ; woro or^uiAod ou 
the Mount, where no one was baptizeti« AVh«^r^^ i)km\« ^vmoi^ 
all this nonsense about initiation, initiatory rito of UaiMi«itn\ T 
^tc. But he says our Discipline has it in the rif naU luit w<^ 
-can use that or not ; it is not our &ith« our oreeil^ our d\H^triut\ 
Some believe it, most of us do not. I repudiate it out and 
out — the initiatory business. 

Look, then, here arethefiicts : 

For 1,500 years infiut baptism was^ the praetioe* For 1,500 
jears infants were a part of the church. We could carry it 
i^Tither back, as formeriy we did, but need not For 1,500 
jean all Gtentiles coming into the Jewish church had their 
infants discipled^ No exception ever occurred. With those 
precedents, Christ, a Jew, commands twelve Jerws td "go, 
•disoiple all the Gentiles," as already all Jews had been 
included in their field of labor, (Matt. x. entire), baptizing all 
they could disciple. Bence^ as the ereat Dr. Bledsoe truly 
says, the commission ordains infant baptism. It does not 
:0Decify any class. It does not specifically name any class. 
iSut such a command, under such existing practices and doc- 
trines, was a continuation of it by positive command. But to 
•establish Dr. Graves's position ho must 

1. Destroy the church in which Moses, Abraham, Abel, 
Christ, the twelve, the seventy, the one hundred and twenty, 
the devout and pious on Pentecost, before the three thousand 
were converted, had membership. 

2* Organize a new one, which he can never do. 

3. On radically difterent principles from all the past. 

4. That the principles are so radically revolutionary that 
they eject all infants. 

5. lie should then show us at what age a child dare bo bap- 
tized — becomes so responsible that its faith entitles it to bap- 
tism — to make the matter safe to it as well as to the church. 
Yet not one of these things has been done, nor can be. Wo 
have demonstrated the fact that the commission was as much 
^ command to baptize infants as it was adult believers. 
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DR. GRAVES' SECOND SPEECH. 



Mr. President. — Paul evidently had this idea in his mind 
when he asked were ye baptized eis ton onoma^ into the nam& 
of Paul? and said "I thank God that [ baptized none of you 
save Crispus and Gains, lest any should say I baptized ds to- 
emon ononuij into my own name." 

" Is Christ Divided ? was Paul crucified for you ? or were ye baptized in- 
the name of Paul ? And I baptized also the household of Stephanas : 
besides, I know not whether I baptized any other." — ^I Cor. i. 13, 16. 

From the force of this expression eis to onoma^ alone, we learn 
that Paul baptized no infant or unbeliever in the households 
of Crispus, Gains, or Stephanas, for he baptized into the name 
of the Trinity, and no infant or unbeliever could make the- 
requisite profession. 

In I Cor. X. 2, we meet with the expression eis ton monsen 
Ebaptizante. If my opponent will again claim that infants> 
should be baptized because they were in the families of the^ 
Israelites when they were here baptized, I answer, his argu- 
ment proves too much; for it would embrace all ages and all 
characters^ with the bodies of the dead, for they were carryings 
these along with them. But here starts up the eis ton monsen^ 
like sword of cherubim turning every way. Only those were 
baptized here who could be and were baptized eis ton monsen, 
" the fathers" alone — adults of Israel. I will read one or two- 
authorities to fix the force of the phrase "cw to onoma^^ in your 
minds. 

" £is hen soma" 

" Is Christ divided ? was Paul crucified for you ? or were ye baptized in 
the name of Paul ? "—I Cor. xii. 13. 

The apostle does not say some of the members of thiff 

church had been baptized " eis hen soma" but that all who had 

been baptized had 'so been, and whatever this phrase implies,. 

every one baptized up to this time in Corinth had made the 

profession or voluntarily entered the relation. Now then by a 

reference to the context, we learn this phrase means that in 

one and the same spirit that dwell: within and animated them,. 

t. €., the spirit of faith and of obedient submission to Christ, 

they had all been baptized into one body — the Church — and 

had been made to drink into the same spirit. 
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From all these similar phrases there is no avoiding the con- 
clusive force of eis to onoma in the commission. It carries- 
along with it two ideasj an immersion and a profession of per- 
sonal faith. 

But returning to the commission we have another command r 
" di daskentes autous^^' " teaching them." All are agreed that 
this verb means to teach. If the position I have previously 
noticed, that baptizontes^ is ia modal participle following and 
explaining the verb matheteusate, which was taken in order to 
avoid the necessity of instructing the infants before baptism, 
then is this participle modal also and it certainly demands 
that the subjects of baptism be taught. Teaching them, 
whom ? Evidently all those who had been baptized ! If they 
were commanded to baptize an infant they were equally com- 
manded to teach it, — to do what ? Observe ail things whatso- 
ever I have commanded you. Among these "all things," no- 
one will deny that the Lord's Supper was included. They 
were then to teach all whom they had authority to baptize,, 
infants as well as adults, the unbeliever as well as the saint,, 
to observe the Lord's Supper Will Eld. Ditzler accept the^ 
logical conclusion of this premise ? He will not carry out the 
coinmission as he interprets it. He will not bring his mind- 
less infants to the Supper, and teach them the meaning of the 
emblems and give them to eat. Why not ? Think of it, he 
denies to more than half his legitimate members one of the 
ordinances of the church. The Catholics administer only one- 
kind to the laity. Methodists denv both to the majority of 
their own members. 

Let us notice the mountain strength of this commission 
against infants and unbelievers. 

1. It commands that the subject should be discipled, Chris- 
tianized, which alone can be done by instruction. But the 
infant cannot be discipled, and therefore it is excluded by the 
very terms of the law. It cannot be baptized. To do so 
would be to violate the express letter of the law. 

2. Those taught, discipled, must be baptized into the name 
of the Trinity. I have demonstrated to you that an infant 
cannot be baptized into the name of the Trinity or into any 
other name or thing on earth, for the phrase implies and de- 
mands a profession of faith and subjection, which no infant 
and no unregenerate person can make, and therefore no infant 
or unregenerate person can possibly be baptized under this 
commission. To them it would be a meaningless ceremony, 
to every intelligent Christian profanation oi the ordinance,, 
and in the eye of God a gross violation of the law of baptism^ 
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3. Those baptized are to be immediately taught to observe 
Ohrist's commandments and infants can neither be taught nor 
can they obey, and therefore, are no less than four times ex- 
-cluded hj the very express terms of the law, sufficient evidence 
to my mind of its verbal inspiration. The Omnicient Savior 
knew what service the advocates of infant baptism would try 
to force this commission into, and hence every word he used 
he made a most eftectual 'guard and prohibition of it. 

If it is claimed that it means only on the authority of the 
Trinity;, let them shaw the authority not in example, but the 
express command of Christy fov so our proposition re$<is— 

BiSilEiVERS IN'CHillSt A^t T^E ONLY SUBJECTS ChrIST COM- 

MANDBto HIS APaS1?LES TO BAPTIZE; 

Mr. President, I am worn out with m^ opponent's trifling 
with propositions he is professing to disciiss by refusing, to 
define the terms he use&, and using t^ms of double or ambig- 
uous meaning*, and alwaj^' discussing. some othef proposition 
than the one really in debate. He has done it in every instance 
in op.en violation- of the- rule* governing this debate, and he 
has observed the same course thus far on thi« proposition. 
!Ktbw with all the emphasis of earnestness, I demand that he 
discuss this' proposition and show us when he rises, where 
Christ hiZ8 commanded the hsptiBm of any but professed believers, 
•fhlel:^ is no place for inferences or analogies or examples, 
under ^Ai5 proposition, but for commands only, and onlv for 
Christ's commands at that. VSTill he show one, and will vou 
all listen for if. 

I will now read the law as recorded by Mark : 

" Go ye Into aU the world, and preach the gospel to every creature. He 
that believeth and is haptlzeil shall be saved ; but he that believeth not 
shall be damned." — Mark, xvi. 15, 16. 

How divinely transparent the meaning of this law. I^an- 
guage could not be more specific, unambiguous, and plain to 
the most simple, as the way-faring man, though a fool, need 
not err in understanding it, and would not doubt one moment 
as to whom Christ commanded the apostles to baptize. 

There is a principle of interpretation in all law, which is as 
old as the Justinian Code. It reads, " expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius. The specification of one thing prohibits every other. 
Now apply this to each phrase of this commission. 

^^Go" He forbade them by this to remain in Jerusalem 
or settle permanently on any one place. He constituted his 
apostles itinerant missionaries, and forbade them to become 
pastors. They were missionaries most emphatically. Preachy 
7caruzat€y proclaim j as does a herald or public crier. This for- 
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the law ? Were they not forbiden to baptize in any other 
names and simply because these names were 6peci:fied. 

When God commanded Noah to make the ark of gopher 
wood, did he not forbid him to make it of any other? would 
be not have violated the command had he made it of white 
pine or hickory ? Apply this self-evident rule. 

Id Matthew's commission Christ specifies the discipled as the 
ones to be baptized. .Did he not foroid them to baptize the 
undiscipled ? the untaught? Mark says be commanded those 
believing, to be baptized. Did he not therefore, forbid the 
baptism in Bab name of those who do rhot and those who cannot 
believe ? you know, and every thinking man knows, that he 
did. I therefore affirm, and no man can successfully deny it^ 
and no man would do his intelligence and tair-mindedness any 
credit by attempting to deny, that Christ positively forbade the 
baptism of any but a believer. To say that this law does not 
prohibit the baptism of an unbeliever and of a non-believer, is 
to say that positive law means nothing. 

If a cloud is supposed by any one to rest upon the law, ow- 
ing to translation or otherwise, then we may properly ask if 
the same lawgiver has indicated his will elsewhere touchingr 
the same thing or by his own acts or his practices. Though 
there rests no cloud of doubt or ambiguity upon the com- 
mission, I will refer briefly to these other sources of proof. 

The first officer He ordained to administer His baptism, was 
John the Baptist. "He that sent me to baptize — immerse in 
water." The act that this officer performed was the first in- 
stance of Christian baptism within the lids of the Bible We 
have not the very words of the order^ yet we can learn whom 
Christ authorized to be baptized by observing those whom He 
did baptize. 

We find he observed the very order found in the commis- 
sion. 1. He first preached to the people. 2. He baptized 
only those who became disciples to his doctrine, and gave 
him satisfactory proofs of repentance toward God and faith in 
. Christ, and none others. Others came and requested to be* 
baptized, but he forbade them until they brought forth fruits 
meet for repentance. That he baptized no infants, is univer- 
sally confessed. I know not a Pedobaptist of any note that 
claims that John baptized infants. This is clear and con- 
ceded. But Alford and other Pedobaptist scholars agree 
with me that the commission was but an enlargement, with- 
out change of act or subject, of this first law to John. There- 
fore it was intended to be limited to believers, if any one^ 
claims a doubt. 
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2. Christ taught upon this earth three and a half jeam, and 
iu all his public ministry, we find no instance of his practicing 
infiint baptism. They brought them to him as they were wont^ 
to bring their children to those whom they esteemed as 
prophets and holy men, praying Him that He wonld lay His 
hands upon them and pray, L e., invoke a blearing npon them,, 
and this he did; and we find his disciples rebuking those wbo^ 
brought them, thus proving beyond question that they had 
not hitherto received in&nts to baptism or into their number*. 
Here seems to have been the place for Christ to have instil 
tated infant baptism, if he intended it for the practice of Hi» 
church, or if it was already substantially in existence under 
another form or name, as circumcision, or proselyte baptism^ 
to have explained the change of any former rite to that of 
water baptism, but he did not, and therefore he did not de» 
sign to have such a practice known in his churches. 

3. But then we have the plam, primiUtt teachings of Christ 
upon this very question. Nicodemus, a Uuler and Babbi,, 
came to him by night, to learn from his own lips the qualifi- 
cations that be must pussess to be bis ditdpU^ and a member 
or citizen of his earthly kingdom. As certainly as Nieode* 
mus believed Jesus to f«e the Mesidah of Israel, be did believe 
that he had come to set up a visible Kingdom upon it, and 
that he required all his friends to enter and poetess it. All 
the Prophets that bad prophesied of the Messiah, had foretold 
that he would establish a visible Kingdom on this earth at his^ 
coming. The Covenants with Abraham, and with David,, 
secured to him both a kingdom arid a tttroiM^ here on this 
earth. Nowhere in all the Bible is it so much as intimated, 
that Christ has ever ha/i or ever U to }iave a Church, or a. 
Kingdom in ^eare/c — or anywhere else than upon this earth. 
Chnst^s Cbarc'h or KingrWn, in the silkies, or in heaven, is a. 
mere idealUrm — a fancy a« Ql;f^ab«^tantial as it is un^^'riptural 
and absurd. The id^^ faa^^ done more to confuse and enable- 
false teachers to mi^teach and p^rrvert the Word of God. than 
any one thin^ kuoTiru to rne. Awl the idea tliat the phrase 
** Kingdom of G'>i'' zu John vA. Z and o mean^a kiu^4om of 
some sort in the j?k:e*. or in the Leaven^, has wrou^it a ten- 
fold greater ^-rj «>n tni^ earth, thaji all the wars or woes, 
floods or fsuxkiiies that Lave ever wa*te^i or de^soiate^l in 

It has been from the be^nning the fofjndation of Kitual:%m 
of ererj f'jrm and phase. "^It was the first corruption of th^ 
fundamental d!>etnne3 of Christianity subsequent to the death 
of the zpo§C^^ It gave birth to the doctrine of baptismal re- 
generation, the &e<>e«iF:tr ^4 bapti^nxi to salvation and to iniant 
baptism* In ereiy Pe^TouapfUt creed or Ritual, you will find 
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this passage quoted in order to prove tlie necessity net only of 
the baptism of adults but of newly born infants, in order to 
their salvation, "the Kingdom of God" taken to mean the pres- 
ence of God in the "heaven of heavens." It is a matter of 
profound mortification and regret, that some Baptists have 
given up the faith of their historical ancestors and learned the 
language of Ashdod and Philistia touching this passage — 
That Christ did not mean by the "Kingdom of God" here, the 
abode of his Father or a kingdom supernal, we learn from his 
own words in verse 12. If I have told you earthly thingSy and 
ye believe not, how shall ye believe if I tell you of heavenly 
things." This kingdom was one of the earthly things, existing 
in connection with this earth, as opposed to somethingAearcwZy, 
not connected with this earth. It must therefore, have been 
that kingdom that had sufiered violence from the days of 
John — it must have been that kingdom that publicans and 
harlots were entering, and which priest and scribe were attempt- 
ing to shut up — it was then for the first time "at hand" that it 
had "come nigh", yea, upon the Jewish people and was there 
among them and offered to them. This fact admitted, because 
it is a fact, there we learn the only and essential conditions 
of membership according to the will of Christ its King and 
law-giver. 

I. In every case, a birth from above, a Spiritual renovation 
of our nature and aftections, makes us as much new creatures 
as though we had been reborn naturally. This is a prerequi- 
site in every case. Then 2, in addition to this, and because the 
birth of (he Spirit does not introduce any one into any Kingdom that 
Christ owns as hisj or had any knowledge of — such an idea or fan- 
cy had not been originated in His day. In order to enter his 
kingdom to become organically incorporated constituted into 
His body, which is His church, a man must be born of water 
— immersed, baptized. For this, like the birth of the Spirit, 
was among the things denominated by Christ as earthly, be- 
cause in connection with man and things — his earthly king- 
dom — that are on the earth and the effects of w^hich w^ere 
known, seen and felt here. 

This declaration of Jesus to Nicodemus forever determines 
who can be baptized by His will and command, the truly re- 
generated by the Holy Spirit only, those really born again, 
and from above. Baptism u not appointed, as Wesley and Camp- 
bell and all Ritualists and Episcopals from the days of Ter- 
tuUian have taught to be the means ordinary or particular by 
which this new birth is to be effected or secured, but it is a 
Spiritual relation that must, in every case, exist and be en- 
joyed, before any one, youLg or old, is entitled to receive water 
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baptism, the only act by which one enters the Kingdom or 
Church of Christ. This one passage, rightly interpreted, is 
the death of infant baptism as it is of baptismal regeneratiou 
as taught by Catholics and Campbellites, by both the Protest- 
ant and Methodist Episcopal Hierarchies — falsely called 
churches. Christ, in giving his commission, certainly did not 
contradict his teachings recorded here. But finally, the design 
and essence of Christian baptism can only be fulfilled by a 
believer in Christ, and therefore, Christ could not have com- 
maned the baptism of unbelievers, and mindless infants, since, 
as subjects, they would render his ordinance worse than a 
meaningless ceremony. The essence of Christian baptism is 
the profession of a personal, not a proxorial or parental faith in 
Christ, and an entire consecration to his service. Neither 
infants nor unbelievers can profess this faith, or relation, for 
it does not exist. The design is to symbolize the death, burial 
and resurrection of Christ, and personal union of the subject 
with Christ in these — death, burial and resurrection with 
Christ, and to walk in a new life. Neither infants nor unregen- 
erate persons can meet the symbols of Christian baptism, and 
it was not therefore designed for them. This is confessed by 
hosts of the most eminent Pedobaptists. 

Against this argument my opponent has no defence what- 
ever, and has made none whatever. Admit an infant or an 
adult sinner to baptism, and what a farce you enact in the 
name of God and in the sight of all men. There is no faith 
in Christ, no death to sin, no resurrection to newness of life, 
no rising with Christ through the faith of the operation of 
God, no renewing of the Holy Spirit, and no answer of a good 
conscience towards God in connection with it. I conclude 
then in the language of a distinguished Pedobaptist, Dr. L. 
Lange, professor of the University of Jena: "All attempts to 
make out baptism from the New Testament fails. It is 

UTTERLY OPPOSED TO THE SPIRIT OF THE APOSTOLIC AGE, AND TO 
THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES OF THeNeW TESTAMENT." — Infant 

Baptism^ p. 101, and in the language of Lange, the renowned 
commentator: ''Would the Protestant Church fulfill and 
attend to its final destiny, the baptism of new-born children 
must be abolished. * * * It cannot, on any point of view, be 
justified by the Holy Scriptures." — Hist Pro^., pp. 34, 35. 

(1) " No religious service can be acceptable to God if He has not en- 
joined it." — [Dr. J. BrQwn. 

(2) ** There is not any express command in the Holy Scriptures con- 
cerning the baptism of infants.— [Stapferus' TheoL, Polem. cap. 3, ? 1647, 

(3) Therefore Infant Baptism cannot be acceptable to Gk)d. 
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DR. DITZLER'S SECOND REPLY. 



Gentlemen Moderators : — Dr. Graves now is in the lead, 
'Can just select his own methods, New Testament^ Old, orany. 
We will be with him in each, in all. 

But now, when the Doctor has his own way, was going to 
•explode everything in this question, lo, he simply relies on the 
light and airy weapons he had up before, called syllogisms ! 
•Surely Dr. Graves knows that not a single one of these asser- 
tions is a proper syllogism, not one. He assumes as true a 
matter he has not shown to be wrong, cannot. Yet here is 
what he calls a syllogism : " Infant baptism is contrary to 
Scripture, infant baptism is wrong,'* etc., and then proceeds 
to make deductions ! Now he has just that one thing to do, 
prove that it is wrong, prove that it is contrary to Scripture, 
if he will do that, he has no need of syllogistic forms to enforce 
it ; we are crushed on this proposition the moment he does 
that. But that he has not done; no, not even made a flaw in 
-all my argument, not to name a breach. He has not disproved 
^ single point, exposed a blunder or error anywhere. 

He names H. W. Beecher's testimony against infant baptism 
4is a Scriptural ordinance. Who has any respect, or ever had, 
for Beecher's theological views ? Not Dr. Graves or myself 
•certainly, nor any otner student or scholar. Beecher is a fine 
-declaimer, good exhorter, but never knew what theology was, 
wor does he care. 

As to authorities, the vast majority hold it to be Scriptural. 
Nearly all the greatest so hold. Lightfoot, Buxtorff, Schaet- 
gennlus, Wetstein, Witsius, Beza, A. Clarke. Watson, Wes- 
ley, Calvin, Wall, Alford, etc. 

*As to facts, it is far better to submit to our audience the 
facts in the cases, and let them decide, rather than to tell 
them what so and so say of it, when two to one, often five, ten, 
twenty to one, are of the opposite view. Hence the proper 
way is to submit to the people the facts, the Scriptural argu- 
m^^nts, and let them weigh the facts for themselves. This has 
been our course during all this debate,, and only quoting the 
Authors where lexical use is called for, real historic records, 
or to offset where he quotes authorities. The Bible is the 
book to settle this question. Next to that, early history when 
it was so near the apostolic age as to be decisively forcible. 
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He says you caDnot infer law. That is not in dispute. "We 
«an infer the meanings the intention of law, infer oar relation 
ito, and doty nnder it. That is the point. The commission 
is the law. But everything is there left to inference. Oo, on 
foot, on horse, carriage, cars, any way possible, go. IMsciple 
«8 yon have always li^en accustomed to disciple in the church, 
it is the ohurch by its Head, Christ, that sends you. As to 
inferences, 

1. You immerse wholly on inference. The word is not in 
the New Testament. You infer from your understanding of 
its import, that of its many meanings, that is the one to be 
seized on and held as the meaning of the law. 

2. You and I are baptized on inference. The command is 
to the baptizer, not to the baptized. Yet by legitimate in- 
ference, we feel the force of the command. 

8. It is you that rely on inference. We proved that there 
was a spiritual church, with infants in it, and they were bap- 
tized. You turn round and infer from John iii. 6, Heb. viii. 
S, 1. That that church was destroyed. 2. A new church 
•organized. 3. On radically different principles, leaving out 
the infants. There is where heavy inferences come in, not a 
word of fact supporting it. 

The way each has acted on each new proposition shows who 
is satisfied, who not, with how they went. We did not fill up 
time exhorting. 

As to his tract, it was settled in a former proposition. He 
has not dared to trv to meet the facts. 

As to express authority, the commission does not expressly 
name any class whatever. It does not expressly name men, 
women, boys, girls, children, yet you baptize all these on 
inference. Indeed, literally it woulcl exclude all Jews from, 
baptism. It reads, " Disciple {ta ethnee) the Gentiles, baptizing 
them," etc. Yet from precedents and teaching you infer it 
includes Jews also, and very properly. Yet it is all inference. 
Now why do these men so disparage inference when they are 
80 dependent on it ? He has not an express word for immerse ^ 
for baptism, yet he will deter you from his church on an 
inference of his own. He has no express mention of a woman 
taking the sacrament in the New Testament. Yet he admits 
them. 

He quotes Dr. Johnson that a disciple is " one who learns.'* 
So we showed that Timothy was taught, and " learned " the 
Scripture lessons taught him (apo brephous) from infancy. 
2 Tim. iii, 15, 16. Hence, according to Paul, you can disciple 
infants. Hence the commission commands infant baptism, by 
this own admission. 
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He says in our baptism we profess our faith, and quotes Ronw 
vi. 3, 4, to prove it. 

1, It says not a word about professing * of faith. Hence 
he makes an inference oa an inference, yet hasjno Bup{K>rtfor' 
either. . ' "■ ' ' ' 

2. He cannot find where the Scriptures say that we proftsa 
our faith in our baptism, nor anything of th^.kind — not eveu 
the spurious verse of Acts viii. 87. 

But he now makes the celebrated passage — ^*'buried by bap- 
tism into death" now to be simply a profession made in bap- 
tism. He gives up mode as its import really — the "into" ia 
simply a profession of faith ! Wow if this is "literal water" 
baptism, then it is saving, regenerating, for it puts us "into 
Christ, into His death," and by it we are "born together in the 
likeness of His death." It does not say baptized into a pro- 
fesdon of Christ By his own position they profess Christ,, 
faith in him, yea, regeneration, before they are baptized. Hence 
they have already professed faith in him before baptized, from 
his stand-point. Yoti see his views of this passage arexitterly 
untenable — all wroYig, and he has gone back on his former 
exposition of it. We clearly understood him to affirm that 
by the baptism of Rom. vi. 3, 4, people were "baptized into- 
Christ." 

And now comes up the old objection that it is not named 
in the New Testament. ' This we met already and may toucli 
it in our last speech again. We pointed to the fact thatinfant 
circumcision was practiced during the whole of the apostolic 
age, yet not a single case of puch circumcision is named or 
recorded during that age. 

JSis comes up once more. It often means in respect, in re- 
ference to, expressing a mental aim or intention. Its primary 
meaning is "motion towards, to, unto or into." So Liddell 
and Scott, Kuhner, Passow, Butmann tell us, and all the facta 
and philology prove it. 

We have now replied to all we deemed worthy of notice 
Indeed, all these matters had been gone over before. 

I want to call your attention to one point more. God does^ 
not propose to justify in being a sinner. As soon as infants- 
are old enough to know duty — know right from wrong, they 
should refrain from the wrong — never commit wickedness. 
You cannot deny this. He demands that we serve him alt 
our days. Now, if you bring up children outside of the 
church, you not only assume that those years are to be spent 
among transgressors, but you throw the inertia of our nature 
— the indisposition to change we all more or less feel, where 
an outward transition is required — all that you throw on the 
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Ui^, not come trom the market place, Mark vii, 8, 4; not eat, 
I3ukeki,88, without baptizing, yet receive Gentiles without it. 

"One law," "one custom ,"*" cue ordinance" shall be to 
Jews and Geatiles.. This law was <made before bi^tism was 
x^onsmanded. Hence all alike had to be baptised. Now the 
Jews baptized all proselytes, all their infants from Moses till 
the commission was given. Hence when the commission 
was riven by Christ a Jew, to twelve Jews, one of whom so 
rigidly adhered to the Jewish prejudicies that not for eight 
jrears would he go Among Gentiles — ^Peter — they would carry 
out the commission as Jews, Nothing was more constantly 
thought of in connection with duty by a Jew than his duty to 
his children. Hence, in the light of existing facts it was 
equivalent to a comtnand to baptize infants. 

Again — ^by your own interpretation of the word disciple— 
to learn — it don^ say what they are to learn, but we infer it is 
to learn Gospel truth j duty^ obligaMcnj etc. Now suppose we 
accept your explanation — ^that disciple implies necessarily to 
teach — that to be discipled one must be taught, why still we 
have the commission on our side. How old do you have to be 
ere you caw bctaught^-taught-most^valuable lessons? Infants 
•can be taught at two and a half, three, and three and a half 
and four years old. Then, by your interpretation, such are 
subjects of discipleship, and you are commanded to baptize them. 
Then Paul puts it in evidence, already quoted, that people can 
be, and were discipled from wfancy. So Paul tells you then 
that the commission commands the baptism of infants. Moses 
puts it in evidence that infants a month o^and upwards, Num. 
iii. 28, were put into a preparatory state of discipleship. Thus 
the whole Bible is with us on that point. 

All the efforts of the Doctor, persistent as they have been, 
failed to break the force of these facts. We showed, in a 
former speech, that perpetuity of the church — the prophecies 
telling that it should exist forever. Christ was to " come to 
Zion.*' The Gentiles were to be converted to her. She was 
to inherit them. She was to ardorn herself with them as a 
bride doeth. She was to be given as a covenant of salvation 
to the ends of the earth. If the old church of God ceased, 
all these, and hosts of like prophecies failed and never can be 
fulfilled. We saw from the New Testament they were most 
literally fulfilled. Christ came — preached in the church — used 
the term church in its familiar sense, both as embracing all 
<Jod's family, and the principles involved in his church. Matt, 
xvi. 17, and as applied to a synagogue assembly or local con- 
gregation — Matt, xviii. 17-19. 

We never find Christ organizing a local congregation. He 
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DR. GRAVES' THIRD CLOSING SPEECH. 



Mr. President. — The last argument in proof that Infant 
Baptism is not commanded by Christ, is — 

T^B ADVOCATES OP INFANT BAPTISM REFUTE IT BY THEIR 
CONTRADICTORY STATEMENTS OP THE AUTHORITY UPON WHICH 
TO GROUND ITy AND ITS DESIQN, OR USE. 

Dr. Beattie, in his Essay on Truth, utters this maxim of 
universal application. " They who allow themselves to contra- 
dict matter of fact, will find it no easy matter to avoid contra- 
dicting themselves.'* Page 170. 

It was for this very reason that the witnesses suborned to 
convict Christ; "agreed not among themselves.'* 

There can be .no greater proof that a statement or theory 
is false when the advocates of it, among themselves, deny and 
refute every reason, or ground, they themselves are able to 
invent or produce to sustain it. 

I assert that the advocates of infant baptism do this, and I 
propose to prove it. 1. In respect to the authority upon 
which to ground it. 

(a). The earliest Fathers^ Origen and others, who advocated 
it, only claimed the authority of tradition. 

The learned Curcelloeus declares that it is not an apostolic 
tradition, but only an ancient custom. 

(b). Dr. Hammond, and his school, and that not small, 
derives it from Jewish proselyte bathing^ which is only a Jewish 
tradition. 

But Dr. Lardner, at the head of a long list of learned names, 
tells us that proselyte baptism is a mere fiction^ and affords no 
authority whatever for infant baptism. 

(c). Pope Innocent III., Peter Edwards, and others, not a 
few, assert that baptism came in the room of circumcision. 

But, Drs. Moses Stuart, Hammond, and others, too numer- 
ous to mention, say, that the covenant with Abraham, and 
circumcision, afford no ground even to infer infant baptism. 

(d). E. Watson, and his school. Eld. Ditzler added, maintain 
that the analogy between the Jewish Church and the Christian, 
affords an inferential authority for the baptism of infants. 

But, Drs. Halley, Wardlaw, Williams, Manly, Alexander 
and Stuart, and a host of others, aflSirm that this ground is 
fallacioii^. 
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t;e] G. Gibbs and others claim authority from tho Lord's 
•commission to baptize all nations. But many others are free 
to admit and prove that neither the letter nor the spirit of that 
<3ommission, the only law for baptizing any one, will admit of 
Infant Baptism ; but if infants are included in it they are all 
lost, for those that believe not shall be damned. 

[f] Dr. Stacy and his school ground it on a peculiarly un- 
grammatical construction of Matthew's commission — i. e., dis- 
ciple the nations, all infants as well as adults, by baptizing them, 
'baptize first and then teach them, and so enroll them as schol- 
ars, etc. 

But the scholarship of the earth unite in pronouncing this 
<a vicious treatment of the text, and declare with Calvin, Lim- 
borch, Grotius, Venema, Baxter, Doddridge, Matthew Ilenry, 
Dr. Adam Clarke, my friend's own standard commentator, that 
to disciple necessitated teaching on the part of the apostles 

and a reception of truths taught on the part of those discipled. 

CaIjVin. — ** The evangelistn frequently use the terms believers and cfi«- 
c^f>les as equivalent, and especiaUy Luke, in the Acts of tiie Apostles." 
'^ Christ orders those to he baptized Who shidl have Riven their names to 
the gospel, and shall have professed themselves disciples." 

LiMBOBCH. — " They could not make disciples but by teaching. By 
this instruction the disciples were brought over to the faith before they 
were baptized. Mark xvi, 15, 16." '* Mence also our Lord commanded 
ithat men should first be taught, and brought over to the faith, and after 
that be baptized, Matthew xxviii, 19 ; Mark xvi, 15, 16." — Ina.^ L v. c 
68, ? 2. 

Grotius. — " Since there are two ways of teaching, the one imperfect, 
by introduction to the first principles ; the other bv more extensive in- 
struction: the former seems to be intended by matheteuein: for it means 
to initiate as it were into the doctrines and this is to precede baptism : the 
latter is pointed out by didowA^m, which is to follow baptism." — Anno, 
on Matt, xxviii, 20 

RiGALTius. — *• The words of our Lord are exceedingly clear, who com- 
mands to teach before they baptize." It is very clear that the commission 
makes no distinction between oaptizing some and baptizing others. If it 
implies that teaching and discipling are in one instance to precede bap- 
tism, it implies that all are to be taught and made disciples before baptism. 
Erasmus, Beza, Cai^talio, and others translate the words, ^^ Teach all na- 
tions." 

Venema, on Matt, xxviii 19, 20, says : " This is an excellent passage, 
and explains the whole nature of baptism. Before persons were baptized, 
it was necessary for them to believe the preaching of the apostles, which 
faith they were to profess in baptism." — Diss Sac.y L ii, c. xiv, g 6. 

Bp. Burnet. — ** By the first teaching, or making of disciples, that must 
go before baptism, is to be meant the convincing of the world that Jesus 
is the Christ, the true Messias," &c. "And when any were brought to 
acknowledge this, they were to baptize them." 

Db. Barbow on Matt xxviii, 19: " The action is baptizing^ or immers- 
ing in water ; the object thereof those persons of every nation, whom His 
ministers can by their instruction and persuasion render disciples : that 
is, such as do sincerely believe the truth of His doctrine, and seriously re- 
solve to obey His commands." — Works^ vol. i, p. 518. 

B. Baxter. — " *Gk) disciple me all nations, baptizing them.' As for 
4liOse that say, they are discipled hy baptizing, and not before baptizing, 
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they speak not the sense of that text; nor that which is true or rational 
if they mean it absolutely as so spoken ; else whv should one be baptized 
more than another? . . . When Christ layeth down in the apostolical 
commission the nature and order of His apostles' work, it is first to make 
disciples, and then to baptize them into the name of the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost. And as it is a making disciples which is first expreased in 
Matthew, so Mark expoundeth." 

Db. Doddbibge.— ^' Proselyte all the nations of the earth to the faith 
and obedience of my gospel, baptizing them . . . that by this solemn 
initiatory they may profess theur subjection to each of these Divine per- 
sons." 

M. Henry. — "By our being baptized we solemnly profess, (1) our as- 
sent to the Scripture revelation concerning Ck)d, the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghost. We confess our belief that there is a God, and there is but 
one God," Ac. 

[g] Some claim the command of Christ. But others, and 
the majority of Pedobaptists, deny any precept or command 
for the practice in the Word of God. 

[h] Some few resolutely claim examples in the New Testa- 
ment. But by far the larger number fi*ankly declare thatthe 
Bible does not contain either precept or example for Infant 

Baptism. 

[i] Some think they may reasona^bly infer the authority 
from the fact that four households were baptized by Paul 
during his ministry. But scores of the ripest scholars admit 
that mis would justify the baptism ot adult children of fifty 
years as well as children of a few days and ought not to be 
urged. 

[j] Some claim — Dr. Miller, of Princeton — with Calvin ^ 
that the infants of believing parents have a hereditary right to 
the ordinance by birth, and that such are born into the church 
^as Elder Ditzler holds) and therefore have a right to it.^ 
Others stoutly deny it. 

[k] Some claim, with Eld. Ditzler, tbat infants are born 
holy or fit for Heaven, and therefore are proper subjects. 
But hosts of the more considerate agree with Paul that all in- 
fants are born tlepraved, the children of wrath. 

[1] Others, with Dr. Coleridge, claim if they have nothing 
more, they have at least the silence of the S'lcred Scriptures, 
and that is something. But their brethren are quick to silence 
them with the statement that this would warrant the baptisna 
of bells aud mules as well. 

[m] The Latin Catholic Church admits there is neither 
precept nor example, nor Scripture authority, but claims first 
as for sprinkling the authority of the churchy which Pro- 
testants are by no means willing to accept as proper grounds. 

And all Pedobaptists are perplexed with this difficulty. — If 
children should be baptized, whose children ? Presbyterians 
say of one or both believing parents. Methodists and others- 
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say the children of all, indiscrimiuately. And still another, 
and as perplexiog, whether they be the children of believers 
or unbelievers — of what age? Where is the limit, eight days^ 
eight years, or eighty years. The New Testament fixe& no 
limit,^ and none confine it to eight days, and circumcision was 
limited. 

II. Pedobaptlsts contradict and refute each other touching the reasons 
for the act. 

The more candid and thoughtful admit that Christ and the Apostles 
ioined baptism to faith, and feel the force of that command, " What God 
hath joined together, let not man put asunder.'' The question arises 
among them, on whose faith is an infant baptized? 

[a] Luther claimed that they are to be baptized on their 
o^n faith, which God superfuses into them by or in the act. 
Others, and most others, deny it. ' 

[b] The Episcopal Church baptizes on the faith of sponsors. 
Most all others deny this. 

[c] The Presbyterians baptize on the faith of the parents. 
Most others deny it. 

Ed] Methodists baptize on whose faith ? Elder Ditzler's ? 
e] Catholics on the faith of the church. 
Among the protestant divines of the sixteenth century, 
those who with Luther, held that infants must be baptized 
on their own faith were as much perplexed about the kind of 
faith it was, as they were by the authority to baptize them 
at all. 

(a) Luther held that it was an imparted faith; (6^ Leigh 
held that it was an imputed faith; (c) Bingham that tney had 
Si passive faith; (d) Witsius holds a relative faith; {e) Chemu- 
tins holds that they had a &ith in seminej i. e., a seminal faith. 
(/) Prideaux asserted that they had the faith of the Covenant 
though not of the Covenantees. 

Surely such contradictory evidence would be enough to non- 
suit any cause save that of Infant Baptism. 

III. But the Pedobaptlsts contradict and refute each other touching 
the use of Infant Baptism and the benefit It confers on the child. 

All the earliest Fathers who first advocated it — Origen, Cyril 
— urged that it was necessary to salvation, since it washed 
away original sin, and in some way secured eternal life as John 
Wesley teaches. There is greater agreement in this than in 
anything else touching the rite. 

The Greek Church teaches this. The Roman Catholics say 
" If any one shall say that baptism is not necessary to salvation 
let him be accursed. 

The Lutheran Church holds that it is generally necessary to 
salvation. The Episcopal Church hold to the same sentiment. 
The Presbvterians likewise do the sanafi. 
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The Metbodiat Society teaches the views of Wesley as ex- 
pressed in his Treatise on Baptism and Sermon on the New 
Birth. 

The GmffreyaticmalUtSy Henry Ward Beecher— says to benefit 
the parents — and when asked vAy, ^ For the same reason I 
woald make an ox yoke — it's a good thing/* I challenge Eld« 
Ditzler to state a groand of aathority claimed for it by any advo- 
cate of it, or the reason of it, or the benefits conferred by it, that 
is not denied or refuted by other advocates of it. Same 
end, yet what one embraces another condemns," and thus 
they matoally destroy each other's arguments. **For error is 
nowhere staple or certain, bat fiactaates like the Isle of Delos 
beyond the skill of men or devils, to give it fixation." 

It is the most present desire of my heart that these conad- 

erations — this utter disagreement and contradiction among the 

advocates of Infant Baptism as to its aathority, as to the reaf 

sons for, and benefits of it, the limitations as to the parents, 

and age of the children, may affect you as it did the celebrated 

Simon Menno in the days of Luther. I will read a paragraph 

written by himsel£ ^ m 

Mestso, in the sixteenth cen tury , vindicating himsdffirom the diarge 
of liaving become a Bi4>tist. '* thiodi^ the effiHtsand means of seducing 
sects," says: '^o^wakofa parson's bang> le-baptiacd, sounded vefv 
siraiiffdy in my ears. I examined tlie Scriptures wiui diligenoe, and med- 
itated on them earnestly : but I could find in tliem no notice q€ in&nt 
bapdflm. As I maiiLed tni^ I qwke of it to my ^pastor:' and titer many 
eon venations he acknowledged ttuit infiint bapdsn had no ground in the 
Scriptures. Yet I dared not trust so much to my undastanding. I con* 
ffulted some ancient authors, who taught me ^bit children -must by bap- 
tism be washed from thdr origmal sm. This I compared with the Scrip- 
tures, and pero^ved that it set at naught the blood of Christ. Afterwards 
I went to Luther and would gladly have known from him the ground 
[of infuit baptism J; and he taught me that we must baptize children on 
their own faith, because they are holv. This also I saw was not according 
to God's Word. In the ttiira place 1 went to Buceb, who tau^t me tfaat 
we must baptize children, in order that we may be able the more dili- 
gently to take care of them, and bring ^em up in the ways of the Iiord. 
But this, too, I saw, was a groundless representation. In the fourth place 
I had recourse to Bullexgeb, who pointed me to the covenant of cireum- 
cision ; but I found, as before, that according to the Scriptures the practice 
could not stand.'' — Menno, <frc., p. 2. 

At length, convinced that he had been " deceived with 
respect to Infant Baptism," he received believers* immersion. 

lean but adopt the language of another, Sir Wm. Jones, 
I believe, who, in speaking of a commonly received principle 
of natural philosophy exclaims : " If it is not enough to discom- 
pose the muscles of a hermit, to see men thus notoriously con- 
tradicting one another, and all gravely pretending to authority 
and demonstration ! " 

Why is it that the force of this argument from the self-con- 
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women this world has ever known, has been shed for their 
opposition to it as an unscriptural, dangerous and pernicious 
practice. 

Syllogisms. 

V. (1) The Congregationalists assert in their articles, **That the New Tes- 
tament contains either in the form of express statute or in the exam- 
ple and practice of the Apostles and Apostolic Churches all the articles of 
faith necessary to be believed, all the duties that Christians should practice, 
and all tlie principles of order and discipline requisite for constituting and 
governing Christian Societies, etc. 

(2) I concede and assert first that Infant Baptism is nowhere commanded 
in the New Testament. No man can find a passage that commands *t, 
and if it can stand only on that ground we may as well give it up first as 
last." The doctrine of Substitution for Circumcision is false, witliout one 
"jot or tittle" of Scripture for its support. If I was compelled to furnish 
authority from the Scripture before baptizing an infant I should never 
baptize another. — [Henry Ward Beecher, Congregationalist. 

(3) Therefore, there being no authority in God^s Word, neither command 
nor example in the New Testament for Infant Baptism, it ought not to 
be practiced for a Christian duty. 

CaRRODI'S SyLIjOGISM. 

VI. (1) " We ought to baptize to-day only such as Christ and his dis- 
ciples baptized." 

(2) At the time of Christ and his disciples cmly adults were baptized. 

I do bi'liove and know that there is neither precept nor example in Scrip- 
ture for Inftmt Baptism. — [Bishop Barlow. 

The Scriptures know nothing of the baptism of Infants. — [Dr. Hanna, 
Presbyterian. 

" If it is pretended to be a law of Gk)d and part of a sacrament, we must 
have a Divine institution for it." — [Bishop Burnet. 

(3) Therefore among Christians at the present day, not children but 
adults who are capable of professing "Ctu-istianity ought to be baptized." 
— [Carrodi, quoted in Dr. Fyfe^s Bap. Sin. p. 18. 

VII. (1) To practice for aii ordinance, what Christ never appointed, and 
for. which there is neither express precept nor example, is to work an 
abomination in the sight of Gtod, by adding to the commandments of 
Christ. 

" It is criminal to establish or countenance any ceremony of man's 
invention as a part of Christian worship." — [Dr. McLeod. 

(2) " Infant Baptism is not taught in the Scriptures and can only be 
learned from tradition " (Dr. Lingard, R. C.,) and is therefore man's 
invention. 

(3) Therefore it is criminal to practice or countenance it. 

Vin. (1) Any rite or ceremony that is totally opposed to the funda- 
mental principle of the New Testament is not of G^oa, and the practice 
of it is sinful and destructive of Christianity. 

(2) "Infant Baptism is totally opposed to the spirit of the Apostolic age 
and to the fundamental principles of the New Testament." — [Dr. L. 
Lange, Prof. University, Jena. 

(3) Therefore Infant Baptism is not of Gk>d, and the practice of it 
sinfiil and destructive of Christianity. 

IX. (1) A practice that cannot on any point of view be justified by the 
Holy Spirit is not of God, and ought not to be practiced. 
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before beeu discussed on this Contineuty and it has not been 
discussed now^ for Eld. Ditzler has not even alluded to it. 
Has he attempted to show a plain command of Christ for it. 
Mark you, Commandy Command, COMMAND of Christ, of 
CHRIST, not an inference or presumptiony or as his Bro. Dr. 
Bledsoe claims, and all that he claims, an analogy that justi- 
fies the practice — none of all this, but the question is as to a 
Command of Christ. If he should in his closing speech intimate 
again that infants are embraced in the terms, '^all nations," or 
" every creature*' — then he inevitably dooms the last infant 
on earth whether baptized or unbaptized* to eternal damna- 
tion — for it reads then " every one of them that believeth not 
shall be damned. He has found no command — has not at- 
tempted to do so, and ignored the duty of doing, and there- 
fore has violated his word to me that he would discuss it with 
me. I would here advise my ministerial brethren from hence- 
forth to offer and accept no other proposition than this, but 
compel Pedobaptists to affirm that Infant Baptism is com- 
manded by Christ. 
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DR. DITZLER'S THIRD REPLY. 



Gentlemen Moderators: — Dr. Graves says 1 had infants 
out the last time I spoke. Not exactly by a good deal. 

He urges there is no conscience in an infant. Hence again 
he pleads 1 Peter iii. 21, baptism is '"the answer of a good con- 
science." Infants he says cannot have this. We reply as we 
did on Proposition II, eperotama^ answer, means, "promise," 
"stipulation," "a pledge laid down or given in advance." So 
Wahl, Schleusner, Suicer, in their lexicons. Hence it pre- 
eminently applies to the baptism of infants instead of * detract- 
ing from the right or propriety of it from that stand-point. 

I regret the Docter brings up the ad captandum that ought 
to be ignored by so able a debater, in talking about feeding 
babes, when discussing the Lord's Supper. It is unworthy, 
and shows the constant disposition of our opponent to fall 
back on the Tom Payne mode of discussion — deal in sneers. 
We do not give the Supper to people as /oorf, but as a memorial 
act — do "this in remembrance of me." None but adults ever 
partook of it from the beginning so far as records go. 

None but those capable of remembering him took it at its 
first or second most noted celebration, and the words, let a 
man examine himself, do this in remembrance of me, etc., 
clearly enough show that adults alone are to take it It can't 
be given in advance, is not an eperotam/i. 

He tells us there is no inference to be made where positive 
laws are given. This is guessing again, and striking at ran- 
dom in the dark. Take the two positive commands on the 
Lord's Supper and baptism. " Do this," etc. Now we have 
to infer who are entitled to it, for only apostles took it. Only 
males took it. Only preachers took it where this injunction 
was commanded. Yet from its design, nature and the ancient 
way of keeping it since Moses, we infer all the details about 
it. As to baptism, the commission specifies nothing in detail. 
It names no class, specifies no age. All is inference. 

He says John baptized under a like commission. As he did 
not give it, show it, nor prove it, we deny it, and will again 
notice John's baptism directly. 

He quotes John iv. 2, Christ made and baptized more dis- 
ciples than John, though Christ in person did not baptize. 
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Do you quote that to prove that we can disciple before we 
baptize ? 

We grant that. We lose nothing there. Adults who have 
sinned are to be not only taught, but obey — heed the teach- 
ings that they may become converted and become fit for the 
symbolic use of baptism, as infants are under the "free gift." 
We bave even shown that were his constructions correct, still 
infant baptism follows of necessity. He has not pretended to 
meet it. 

He introduces a new point — the law arrests no infant, he 
says. But it protects them, and provides for their rights. 

John iii, 6, we fullj^ explained, applies not to any condition 
of membership in the church to-day, but solely to proselyte 
baptism as a fact in the olden time. It applied to Israel, (v. 
10). Yet infant membership existed in the church of which 
that language occurred. Hence it cannot be construed in a 
way to nullify a right it fully harmonized with. 

He quotes Acts ii, 47, "added the saved*" But infants are 
saved. They are not damned. The free gift came upon ail 
men unto justification of life. We, as responsible beings, have 
to repent and believe in order to obtain the benefit and be- 
come as little children. They are not subject or liable to 
God's wrath, unless they grow to transgress and become 
guilty. Methodism has always been a unit there. 

We care not for his modal adjuncts — they are not in our 
way. Not a line or word in either commission repeals the 
baptism of infants. He says if they are included, they are 
lost. They are just the reverse. If they are excluded by his, 
Mark's commission, they are damned. All denied faith there- 
all who lack faith there as a condition are damned. He that 
believeth not, Dr. Graves urges, cannot be baptized. Infants 
cannot believe, hence, cannot be baptized. But he that be- 
lieveth not here, is dammed. That which here defeats 
their baptism insures damnation. Hence it was never meant 
to exclude infants, but simply those capable of hearing the 
Gospel; such believers may receive baptism 

He says a proselyte baptized did not have to have his 
grandchildren baptized. That is simply the dark-age feature 
of it long years — centuries after Christ. 

Every Jewish infant was baptized. 

On 1 Cor. X, 1, 2, the Doctor urges that dogs, bells, horses, 
etc., were all baptized. 

Far from it. It tells us who were baptized. "All our fathers 
-— «,11 were baptized unto Moses" — ^^as their lawgiver, protector 
and leader, their legislator under Grod, And to none was this 
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half so true as to the class of them who were then infants, for all 
the adults perished more or less speedily, save two or three. 
There is that in religious, symbolic baptism that bells, horses, 
etc., cannot undergo. Did not they take all infants into the 
same relation to Moses as were the adults? You say they 
were obligated to Moses as a leader, etc., etc. Well, did they 
not bring their infant oftspring into the same obligation and 
nnder the same protection ? Hence "all our fathers," not a part 
of them simply, were baptized. Eis — to, unto, into now^ indi- 
cates position — to the city, not necessarily into, at last.* All 
right. 

He makes a last plea for immerse. He asserted bapfidzo 
was immerse. We proved it wa3 not, but simply in late 
Greek only rarely applied to immersions. 

We have now reviewed all the points he has sought to make. 
He has done his best, and failed. We now review briefly 
some of the many points we made. We begin by showing, 

I. There was a Church. 

Heb, ii, 12; Acts vii, 38; Heb. xii, 22; Eph. iii, 14, 15, 
called "Zion," "house of Jehovah," "the Lord's flock," "my 
people," " the Zion of God," "God's witnesses," " Mount Zion," 
"brethren," "saints," "true circumcision," "the church." 

n. It was Spiritual, based on God's covenant of Redemption 
to man. Heb. ii, 10-14, quoted from Psalms xxii. All this 
we elaborated and analyzed. 

HI. Infants were members of that church, their recognition 
provided for and established, while they recived its proper 
ordinances. 

Ye stand this day all of you before the Lord your Grod ; your captains of 
youi* tribes, your elders, and your officers, with, all the men of Israel. Your 
little ones, your wives, and thy stranger that is in thy camp, from the 
hewer of thy wood unto the drawer of thy water : That thou shouldest 
enter into covenant with the Lord thy Grod, and into his oath, which the 
Lord thy Grod maketh with thee this day. — Deuf. xxiXy 10-12. 

Blow the trumpet in Zion, sanctify a fast, call a solemn assembly. 
Gather the i)eople, sanctify the congregation, assemble the elders, gather 
the children, and those that suck the breasts : let the bridegroom go forth 
of his ehaml>er, and the bride out of her closet. Let the priests, the min- 
isters of the Lord, weep between the porch and the altar, and let them 
say. Spare thy people, O Lord, and give not thine heritage to reproach, 
that the heathen should rule over them : wherefore should they say among 
the people, Where is their Gfod? — Joel iiy 15- 17, 

And of Kohath was the family of the Amamites, and the famiiy of the 
Izeharites, and the family of the Hebronites, and the family of the Uzzie- 
lites ; these are the families of the Kohathites. In the numlwr of all the 
males, from a month old and upward, were eight thousand and six hun- 
dred, keeping the charge of the sanctuary.— iVwm iiij 27, 28. 

In Joel, 11, 15-17 " congregation'' iu the- Hebrew, and 
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Greek is church — ekklesian. Infants that '' suck the breasts " are 
members of it, and receive the sprinkling of the water by the 
priest. 

We then showed from Hebrews ix. 13, 19, 21, how they 
'' sanctilied the church," by. sprinkling water on them. W e 
then showed that in the 10th verse of the same chapter, Paul 
calls these sprinklings of four diverse kinds of element*— 
blood of goats, of calves, of bulls, and water — upon four 
diverse objects, viz., men, the book, the tabernacle and vessels 
of the ministry ; diverse baptisms, baptisms diverse in kind, so 
the word diaphorois always means. We saw from Numbers 
viii. 7 ; xix. 13 ; 2. Chron. xxx. 16-18, how they sanctified to 
the purification of people — all by sprinkling. 

(1), Hence here we had established our points. A church, 
(2), spiritual (3), infants in it, (4), baptized. Now let him 
give chapter and verse where, 1, That church so loved of God 
was destroyed. 2. Where a new one was organized. 3. On 
such radically different principles as that the infants were 
legislated out of it. 

In the earliest records, such terms were used, including the 

ages given, in connection with the ordinances administered, 

as shows it a general and settled principle of God's kingdom, 

and settles the force of house, household, in the New Testament, 

Gen. xviii. 19 : 

^Tor I know him, that he will command his chUdren and his house- 
hold after him, and they shall lieep the way of the Lord, to do justice and 
judgment ; that the Lord may bring upon Abraham that which he hath 
spoken of him." — Gfen. xviii, 19. 

"And if it seem evU unto you to serve the Lord, choose you this day 
whom ye will serve ; whether the gods which your fathers served that 
were on the other side of the flood, or the gods of the Amorites, in whose 
land ye dwell : but as for me and my house, we will serve tiie Lord." — 
.Josh, xxiv, 15. 

Numbers iii. 28 — infants a month old and upwards here are 
put in a state of discipleship in the Church of God. 

V. Prophecies of perpetuity all assure its oontinuence for all 
time as God's covenant for salvation — *'a covenant of the 
people." 

Isaiah x. 20-22, 27 ; xi. 1-5, 10, 12 compared with Rom. xi. 

1-5, 7-11, 16-27, and xlix. entire; liv., etc., etc. 

*'And it shall come to pass in that day, that the remnant of Israel, and * 
such as are esciiped of the house of Jacob, shaU no more again stay upon 
him that smote them ; but shaU stay upon the Lord, the l£)ly One of I»- 
rael, in truth. The remnant shall return, even the remnant of Jacob, 
unto the mighty God. For though thy people Israel be as the sand of the 
sea, yet a remnant of them shall return : the consumption decreed shall 
overflow with righteousness. And it shaU come to pass in that day, that 
his burden shall be taken away from ofT thy shoulder, and his yoke from 
gS thy neck and the yoke shall be destroyea because of the anointing."— 
Is. X, 20-22, 27. 



Believer's Baptism. 1113 

Here we learn, Ist. That the unbelieving "Htumblod/* 
" fell," were " cast away," " broken off," (thrice), had boon " tli« 
natural branches," who "fell," (22). If they repent and rec(3ive 
Christ at any time — the Jews — then it will bo " receiving 
them" as from the dead. Gentiles brought into the church, anj 
" grafted in among them, and with them partake of the ro<;t 
and fatness of the olive-tree" — complete unity; they ah "th*? 
root," who were not broken off, " bear" the Gentiles, veriMj 18, 
19, and converted Jews shall be "grafted in a^ain" — ** grafUi^l 
into their own olive-tree," into which GentilcH were graftied 
contrary to nature, 24. 

From which did Jews by unbelief fell ? From what w^nj 
thev cut off? 

We showed that John, Christ and his apostles never orifari- 
ized a new church, but reformed the church, enlargerl it, 
brought in the Gentiles. All prophecy, all Christen teaching, 
all his acts, all apostolic action and teachings harmonize in all 
this. Hence it stands unshaken forever. 

We showed that from Moses till the commission, whenever 
proselytes were brought in, all their infents were (1) disciple^l, 
(2) all baptized. We proved this by the Bible* This, then, 
was the universal practice. Hence, when these apostolic; 
Jews were sent to disciple, they acted as they had always be^;ri 
taught, as they had been accustomed* Hence the commission 
does not name any class of people as subjects of disci plesfaip* 

We met all his objections about bad [leople in the andent 
church by showing that the same fects equally applied U> the 
apoetoll:- church and the Baptist church^ Hence it fell awav. 
We showed that Christ taught that ** of such (infskuU) is tfte 
kingdora of heaven." That they were to be ^ receive^l in his 
name." That the kingdom was to be taken from the Jews 
a&d -* leaded out,'^ given to the Gentiles. Ifjfents were in 
that kingdom^ the unbelieving Jews were ^ rejected," ** cast 
oct,~ and the Gentile* brought in. Henee in coraing into the 
kir^om. the law of commandments bad been taken oot <if 
the way. which represented Sinai with its tbreatat, and tfaey 
cjtEie. therefore^ not zri the Monnt Sinai, hot to Monnt Ztor^ 
yea. the general assetarrtj and chrirfsh of the fir*t4y>ni. Ueb. 
jcL 'J^-iL It is the one church. The Gentiles who came 
into tLL^ kingdom came into the chnrcii of tiie firsit-b^^rr. who 
are TTTirren in heav^ia. Taer^ U bat the one char^:;h. Uen/ije 
wrr ' a-r> 1, The eh^f ^£U i It U ^tritnal. 4. I&fant^ were 
ir. : ' i. Tney were baptized* and aiwav^ reeo^i^sd a;* rneriiK 
her-, y^TB- i*5: rauAJ: arec them. ont. His iio&; ar^ vr^ent U 
nx^'jT^ d^ebie. loaotEiorijed izufiereaeeu He gets nd <^ the 
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church of God, and finds not a Scripture for it. He organizes 
a new one, and not a line of the Bible shown to establish it. 
He leaves the infants out, without a word of authority. We 
demand chapter and verse. 

They then begin to file objections. 

n. John never baptized any childl'en, it is urged, only 
believers in Christ. 

. 1. John was not baptizing believers in Christ, as Luke iii. 
15, 16, and Matt. ix. 14 show. 

2. He baptized that Christ might be manifest to Israel — 
hence if infants were not baptized by Him it was tor this rea- 
son — a very adequate one. 

3. He baptized, obligating to repentance — they need no re- 
pentance, and that is reason enough why he should not bap- 
tize them, if he did not. 

4. It is nowhere recorded that he baptized women — no woman 
mentioned in all his baptisms. So by that logic they ought 
not now to be baptized. 

As John is claimed as the Baptist founder, they should re- 
store primitive order, and reject woman, and baptize for the 
same purposes with which John baptized. 

3. The apostles never baptized — the twelve — any infants. 
I know not, for, "* 

1. There is no record where they ever baptized anybody in all the 
Bible record. 

2. You are bound to admit that they still (Acts xv. 1, 2, 3 ; 
xxi.) circumcised infants, yet no record of such individual cases 
of infant circumcision can be found. 

3. There is no record of a woman at the Lord^s table, when 
it was instituted. 

4. None during the Apostolic age. 

5. There is no record of a child being baptized in the New 
Testament. Yet you baptize children, at eight, nine and ten 
years of age. Where is your consistency? 

4th. But Paul did baptize three cases — no infant there. Let 
us see the baptisms he performed or was present with. 

1. Lydia. — They baptized " her household." Oh, but there 
were no infants there. Well, then, that is the only proof you 
have that they did not baptize them. It is an excellent reason 
why they did not, if you are correct. 

2. The Jailer. — Acts xvi, 30-38 : "He and all his were bap- 
tized." Syriac : " He and all his children were baptized." 

(1) Oh, but they all "believed and rejoiced," who were 
baptized. Not so. Panoiki is an adverb simply, and qualifies 
rejoice. Rejoice and believe are singular in Greeks only the 
jailer being the nominative to the verb. 
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tie ^ysice filled bv admirable writers, Irensn^, Justin Mmrtyr, 
I^iLiitiasi, etc., »o that iiifiiot baptism could not huTe crept in 
witLout exposure. 

Sacb a change as its introdaction pre-sapposes, involved 
1 Aii entire change in the doctrine of the eharcfa. 2. A com- 
plete change in practice. 3. Eveiy change, however trivial, 
Uskst dajB, and many sach things, besides the change in doe- 
trine that sent the names of Corinthos, Bassilidea, Mardon, 
MoiitanoB, all between the years 113 and 160, A. D. down to 
ue 3B heads of disturbing sects, attest the force of this. But 
where did this supposed change come in at, and how comes 
the whole church to be as silent in such a stupendous change 
sni the grave itself? It did not so come in. Infant baptism 
wai? apostolic. — [Tinu out 



